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ABSTRACT
This thesis uses a case study approach to examine loyalism during the American
Revolution, by considering the Loyalists of Newburgh, New York. I examine the Loyalist
community by exploring its origins before the Revolution, analyzing its composition,
examining the Loyalists’ wartime experiences, and by considering their post-war exile.
Studying Newburgh’s Loyalists allows for a nuanced understanding of loyalism both in the
Hudson Valley and more generally. I argue that migration, religion, wealth, and geographic
location shaped Loyalist communities and their experiences.
My thesis is divided into four chapters, the first of which considers the origins of
the Loyalist community, which dates to religious conflict in the town during the 1750s and
1760s. Anglicans fought with dissenting Protestants over control of the church glebe,
creating a division which split the community along religious lines when the American
Revolutionary War began. Anglicans often became Loyalists, while the Presbyterian-led
dissenters were almost entirely Patriots. In the second chapter, I examine the size and
composition of the Loyalists from Newburgh. The Loyalist population of Newburgh was
smaller than average in New York, but was much larger than any Loyalist community in
its area. Men loyal to the King were generally Anglican, poorer than their Revolutionary
counterparts, and were often related to one another. My third chapter explores the war
experiences of the Loyalists, both in Newburgh and behind British lines. In Newburgh,
men loyal to the King faced increasing persecution as war progressed, which intensified
when there was a military threat from British forces. Persecution peaked in 1777, when the
Hudson Valley faced British invasion from New York City to its south as well as from
Canada in the north. Patriots in Newburgh were vigilant in rooting out Loyalist dissidents
as Newburgh’s sizeable Loyalist population was a military liability in case of attack. As a
result of their maltreatment, many Loyalists fled to British-occupied New York City. They
often joined Loyalist provincial units where they were frequently used as guides and
recruiters in the countryside because they had knowledge of the area. My final chapter
considers the post-war exile of Newburgh’s Loyalists in Canada. Most settled in what
became New Brunswick where they tried to recreate aspects of their old society by settling
near former neighbors, and continuing to adhere to the Anglican Church. Many of the
Loyalists, who had been poor in Newburgh, improved their social status and gained wealth
in their new society. This thesis fills a historiographical gap on the subject of loyalism in
the Hudson Valley, and also demonstrates the influence of migration, religion, wealth, and
geographic location on Loyalist communities and the experiences of individual Loyalists.
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INTRODUCTION
Newburgh, New York and the Hudson Valley were locations central to the
American Revolution. Newburgh was the site of General George Washington’s
headquarters for much of the war, and was also the scene of the Newburgh Conspiracy in
1783, a threatened uprising among Continental Army officers. The Hudson Valley was
often home to the Continental Army as well, which warily watched the British based just
to their south in New York City. As a critical strategic location connecting the colonies
with Canada, both sides vied for control of the region throughout the war, leading to
numerous battles, including Saratoga, White Plains, and Fort Montgomery.
While battles raged in and around the valley, the region also had an active and
influential Loyalist population, which is the focus of this study. In order to draw upon
broader regional patterns, as well as to study loyalism more generally, this thesis uses a
case study approach by examining the Loyalist community of Newburgh. This
methodology allows for a nuanced understanding of loyalism. What are the origins of
Newburgh’s Loyalist population? Who were they? What were their war experiences? How
did they adjust to life after the war? Considering and answering these questions enables us
to learn about the Loyalists of the Hudson Valley and also understand broader patterns in
loyalism. Additionally, it broadens the historiography of the field.
As a whole, Loyalist scholarship has changed significantly the last few decades.
Prior to 1960, there were few full scale works on the Loyalists, and what there was, such
as Claude Halstead Van Tyne’s The Loyalists in the American Revolution, written in 1902,
focused on royal officials and Anglican clergymen, who were considered the backbone of
1

the Loyalists.1 Modern Loyalist scholarship began in the 1960s with works by historians
such as William Nelson and Wallace Brown. Nelson and Brown rejected the pervasive
myth that Loyalists were the elites and instead stressed the diversity and complexity of
loyalism, showing how ordinary white men were also Loyalists.2 Later historians continued
to push the limits of the field by studying loyalism among African-Americans, Native
Americans, and women. Works on these subjects include James W. St. G. Walker’s The
Black Loyalists, The Iroquois in the American Revolution by Barbara Graymont, and Janice
Potter-MacKinnon’s While the Women Only Wept.3 More recently, loyalism has been
considered globally, with works such as Maya Jasanoff’s Liberty’s Exiles, which examines
the post-war fate of the Loyalists in the British Empire, and Cassandra Pybus’ Epic
Journeys of Freedom, which explores the global diaspora of the black Loyalists.4
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Claude Halstead Van Tyne, The Loyalists in the American Revolution. (Bowie, MD: The
Macmillan Company, 1902). Van Tyne calls the Loyalists the “prosperous and contended men
without a grievance.”
2
William H. Nelson, The American Tory. (Oxford: Claredon Press, 1961); Wallace Brown, The
King’s Friends: The composition and Motives of the American Loyalist Claimants. (Providence:
Brown University Press, 1965); Nelson noted that the gentlemen, esquires and merchants were
“far outnumbered by the yeomen, cordwainers, tailors, labourers, masons, blacksmiths, and their
fellows.” Likewise, Brown argued Loyalists varied in terms of wealth. In New York, Connecticut
and Pennsylvania, Brown noted that the “Loyalists recruited heavily from the poor people,” while
in Massachusetts the Loyalists were wealthier.
3
James W. St. G. Walker, The Black Loyalists: The Search for a Promised Land in Nova Scotia
and Sierra Leone, 1783-1870. (Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1976); Walker examined
their American, Canadian and African experiences, arguing that considering their struggle
“contribute[s] to an awareness of the multi-racial and socially heterogeneous nature of the
Loyalist establishment”; Barbara Graymont, The Iroquois in the American Revolution. (Syracuse,
NY: Syracuse University Press, 1972). Janice Potter-MacKinnon, While the Women Only Wept:
Loyalist Refugee Women in Eastern Ontario. (Montreal: McGill-Queen’s University Press, 1993).
4
Maya Jasanoff, Liberty’s Exiles: American Loyalists in the Revolutionary World. (New York:
Vintage Books, 2011); Cassandra Pybus, Epic Journeys of Freedom: Runaway Slaves of the
American Revolution and Their Global Quest for Liberty. (Boston: Beacon Press, 2006); Jasanoff
wrote the first complete reconstruction of the Loyalists’ worldwide dispersal after the war,
arguing that the Loyalists had a transformative impact on the British Empire as “agents and
advocates of imperial growth” and helped the empire rebound from its defeat in the
2

It is within the context of New York loyalism that my work will contribute most to
the historiography. Past studies concerning loyalism in New York have generally focused
on the New York City region, the New York frontier, or New York State as a whole.
Alexander Flick’s classic Loyalism in New York and Philip Ranlet’s The New York
Loyalists fit the latter category.5 Flick and Ranlet offer contrasting conclusions on the
strength of loyalism in New York State, with Flick arguing Loyalists comprised half the
population, while Ranlet argues they amounted to no more than 15 per cent. The New York
frontier is considered by Janice Potter-MacKinnon in While the Women Only Wept, where
she explores the experiences of Loyalist women in Northern New York, and their exile in
Eastern Ontario, arguing that women are forgotten, active participants of the American
Revolution. These works have been complemented in recent years by scholarship which
examines loyalism in and around New York City. Judith Van Buskirk’s Generous Enemies
considers the interaction between the Patriot and Loyalist civilian communities near New
York City, concluding that these communities, despite living under governments hostile to
one another, were in constant and frequent contact. Another recent work, Unnatural
Rebellion by Ruma Chopra, examines loyalism in New York City itself, the headquarters
of the British military in North America. She argues the Loyalist community expected to

Revolutionary War. Pybus focuses on the experience of individual runaway slaves, in order “to
explore…the experience of people who emancipated themselves from enslavement.”
5
Alexander Flick, Loyalism in New York During the American Revolution. (New York: The
Columbia University Press, 1901); Philip Ranlet, The New York Loyalists. 2nd ed. (New York:
University Press of America Inc, 2002); Ranlet argues that “Flick’s work has exercised such a
grip upon historians that they have a blind spot about New York.” He contends that the large
estimates by historians of Loyalists in New York is problematic for several reasons, including
that some Loyalists and prisoners of war were forced to enlist in provincial units and that many of
the Loyalist militia in the New York City area were refugees from other colonies.
3

work with the British as equal partners, only to be placed in a subservient role. By failing
to fully mobilize the Loyalist population, Chopra concludes that the British forfeited what
could have been an effective counterweight against the Revolutionaries, and precipitated
the decline of British-Loyalist relations. Chopra’s book concurs with Joseph Tiedemann’s
earlier article, “Patriots by Default,” where Tiedemann argues that despite the considerable
Loyalist population in Queens County, British military misrule pushed many erstwhile
loyal inhabitants into the arms of the Patriots.6
Despite the abundance of work on loyalism in New York, there has been scant
scholarship concerning the Hudson Valley. One of the only examinations is Survivor by
Eugene Fingerhut, which is a biographical study of Loyalist Cadwallader Colden Jr.
Fingerhut uses Colden to detail the experiences of a neutral Loyalist who tried to survive
the conflict, as well as to consider the changes to New York’s social structure as a result
of the Revolution.7 While Fingerhut admirably explores these themes, it is not a work
which considers the composition of the Loyalists or broader patterns in Hudson Valley
loyalism. One other significant work is Jonathan Clark’s “The Problem of Allegiance in
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Judith van Buskirk, Generous Enemies: Patriots and Loyalists in Revolutionary New York.
(Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 2002); Ruma Chopra, Unnatural Rebellion:
Loyalists in New York City during the Revolution. (Charlottesville: University of Virginia Press,
2011); Joseph S. Tiedemann, “Patriots by Default: Queens County, New York, and the British
Army, 1776-1783.” The William and Mary Quarterly, 42 no. 1 (Jan., 1986): 35-63; All of these
works focus on community interaction in and around New York City during the Revolution.
7
Eugene R. Fingerhut, Survivor: Cadwallader Colden II in Revolutionary America. (Los
Angeles: California State University, 1983); Another work comparable to Fingerhut’s is Bernard
Bailyn, The Ordeal of Thomas Hutchinson. (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1974).
Like Survivor, it is a biographical study of a prominent Loyalist, in this case Thomas Hutchinson.
Bailyn examines how the educated, conservative Massachusetts Governor coped with the radical
upheaval of the Revolution. Bailyn concludes that Hutchinson was too rational, short in passion
and lacking in idealism to understand the reasons for the Revolution as well as to effectively react
to its origins in Boston during the 1760s and early 1770s.
4

Revolutionary Poughkeepsie.” In his article, Clark touches upon themes such as religion
and wealth, and concludes that the Loyalists in Poughkeepsie were more frequently
Anglican and tended to be poorer than Patriots. He also examines how political allegiance
evolved and how the town’s Patriots attempted to force consensus through suppression of
Loyalist thought and action. While Clark’s argument is convincing, it remains the most
recent examination of a Loyalist community in the Hudson Valley more than thirty years
after its publication. Additionally, Clark focuses more on political allegiance than on
Poughkeepsie’s Loyalists, and as such we are not provided with a nuanced examination of
the Loyalists’ origins and composition, nor their wartime and post-war experiences.8
My thesis will help fill this historiographical gap. Chapter one examines the origins
of Newburgh’s Loyalist community. Newburgh’s religious history created favorable
demographics for loyalism and also formed divisions within the community on religious
lines which carried over into the American Revolution. In the three decades prior to the
American Revolutionary War, Newburgh was wrought by religious conflict between
competing sects. The focal point of this dispute was over the use of Newburgh’s church
glebe. Lutherans were the original settlers of Newburgh and were granted the use of the
glebe, but Newburgh’s ideal location on the Hudson River led to the community’s
economic expansion and attracted more settlers. These new settlers were not Lutheran, but
predominately Anglican. The Anglicans became a majority in the community by the late
1740s and took control of the glebe from the Lutherans. By the 1760s, however, the

Jonathan Clark. “The Problem of Allegiance in Revolutionary Poughkeepsie.” In Saints and
Revolutionaries: Essays on Early American History. (New York: W.W. Norton & Company,
1984).
5
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Anglicans were outnumbered by the dissenters, mostly Presbyterians. This led to a renewed
battle over the glebe and to increasing religious tension between Anglicans and the
dissenting sects. The religious tension in the community served as a dividing line for
loyalty during the war, as loyalism was especially strong among Anglicans, while almost
non-existent among its Presbyterians. Pre-war migration also shaped the composition of
Newburgh’s Loyalists in terms of wealth, as many Anglicans who moved to Newburgh
before the war were poor, later leading to the relative poverty of the Loyalists. This chapter
highlights the origins of the Loyalist community, and demonstrates how its composition
was molded by religious conflict and migration.
Chapter two is an analytical breakdown of Newburgh’s Loyalist population. It
examines the size of the community, religion, wealth, occupation, role in government and
family connections. This chapter shows that Newburgh had a sizeable Loyalist community
that was actually smaller than average in New York, but was much larger than neighboring
towns. This was mostly due to Newburgh being the only location with an Anglican Church
on the west side of the Hudson River, and Anglicanism and loyalism were inextricably
linked in Newburgh. Additionally, wealth was connected to both Anglicanism and
loyalism. Many Anglicans who settled in Newburgh prior to the American Revolution were
poor, meaning that Loyalists in Newburgh tended to be poorer than their Patriot
counterparts. When looking at occupation, Newburgh’s Loyalists were roughly split
between farmers and artisans. An examination of town government records shows that
Loyalists were seldom part of the precinct’s governing structure before the war. Town
records also reveal that the poor tax increased substantially in the 1760s and early 1770s,
6

indicating that Newburgh was affected by the colony-wide economic depression, and that
this reinforced the divide between poor Anglicans and town leaders. Lastly, this chapter
details family connections which illustrate how many of the Loyalists were related to one
another. Due to pre-war migration and religious strife, Newburgh had a sizeable Loyalist
population shaped by religion and economics, causing the community’s core to consist of
Anglicans of Newburgh’s middling and lower classes.
Chapter three explores the wartime experiences of the Loyalists both in Newburgh
and behind British lines. Revolutionary activity did not begin in Newburgh until 1775, but
the first three years of the war were marked by increasing social violence in the community
and persecution of Loyalists. Due to its relatively large Loyalist population, and the British
military threat from New York City and Canada, Newburgh’s Committee of Safety was
especially vigilant in rooting out dissidents. They feared Loyalists in their community
would compromise their ability defend the town. The unique combination of a large
Loyalist community and the nearby British threat made Newburgh’s Patriots more
aggressive in its dealing with Loyalists than other neighboring localities. Much of this
persecution was directed at poor Anglicans, who comprised the core of the Loyalist
population. As persecution escalated and then peaked in 1777, Loyalists began to flee to
British-occupied New York City. Located only sixty miles to the south, it was a safe haven
for Loyalists who feared for their safety. After arriving behind British lines, the British
utilized the Loyalists’ knowledge of the local area by having them serve as army guides or
recruiters in the countryside. Additionally, many saw military combat in the vicinity of
New York City. By the end of the war, at least twenty-six Loyalists from Newburgh were
7

within British lines, where they remained until peace in 1783. Poor Anglicans tended to be
more militant than other Loyalists, and were more active in the war effort. The Loyalists’
wartime experiences were shaped by Newburgh’s location, the Loyalist community’s size,
British military movement, their geographic knowledge of the Hudson Valley, and the
Loyalists’ wealth and religion.
Chapter four examines the experiences of Newburgh’s Loyalists who left the
United States after the American Revolution and settled in Canada. They tried to create
semblances of their old world by settling near one another and continuing to adhere to the
Church of England. Almost all of the Loyalists who settled in Canada moved to New
Brunswick, and many were involved with their local Anglican Church. Most Loyalists in
Canada were from Newburgh’s poor Anglican core. Also in Canada, many of these
Loyalists, who had been in the middle and lower ranks of Newburgh, improved their social
status and gained wealth, manifested in the frequent ownership of slaves and the holding
of prominent social positions.
This thesis shows how a Loyalist community in the Hudson Valley formed and
evolved and also considers the community’s composition, how Loyalists reacted to and
were affected by the American Revolution, and how they grappled with post-war exile.
Newburgh’s Loyalist community had its origins in pre-war religious conflict and
migration, both of which caused the backbone the community to consist of Anglicans in
Newburgh’s middle and lower ranks. Given Newburgh’s location in a region under military
threat by Great Britain, and the Loyalist community’s relative size, the Loyalists faced
significant persecution from Patriots, and many fled to British lines. After the war, the
8

Loyalists tried to reconstruct semblances of their past world in Canada by settling near one
another and structuring their lives around the Church of England. This thesis demonstrates
how migration, religion, wealth, and geographic location shaped Loyalist communities and
their experiences.

9

CHAPTER 1: RELIGIOUS STRIFE: NEWBURGH BEFORE THE AMERICAN
REVOLUTION

In May of 1769, Richard Smith sailed up the Hudson River to survey a tract of land
just north of the Susquehanna River in New York. After passing through the Hudson
Highlands he noted that the river greatly expanded in width, and commented that “Wheat
and Rye Fields appear along the East Side of the River” while the west bank was “broken,
stony and [has] few places proper for the Plow.” They passed by the town of New
Windsor, which Smith observed had “some Trade” and would later be a place of
“Consequence.” Smith and his associates decided to disembark at the town north of New
Windsor, Newburgh, which Smith called “a small scattered Village.” In Newburgh, they
“found excellent cyder [sic]” and spoke with locals from whom they learned the
community, which had a river ferry, was a major crossing point for travelers. After reembarking Smith noted that many sloops traveled to and from New York City “with the
Produce of the Country.”1 Although Smith’s stop in Newburgh was brief, his account
encapsulates several key features of eighteenth-century Newburgh. While still a
relatively small community in 1769, Newburgh was growing. It was an increasingly
commercial community and was crossroads for travelers who used its ferry to traverse
the Hudson River. While the economy was still primarily locally based, Newburgh had
a growing commercial element due to its location on the Hudson River roughly halfway

1

Smith, Richard, A Tour of Four Great Rivers: The Hudson, Mohawk, Susquehanna, and
Delaware, Being the Journal of Richard Smith of Burlington, New Jersey, ed. Francis W. Halsey.
(New York: Charles Scribner, 1906), 3, 7-9.
10

between New York City and Albany. However, there were other demographic and
religious changes in the community that were not evident to Smith.

Figure 1: Looking south at the Hudson Highlands from Newburgh, 1846. By Michael Seymour. Image from
the Library of Congress.

Since its founding in 1709 by a small group of German Lutherans, Newburgh had
experienced increasing ethnic and religious diversity as its population grew. The town’s
access to the Hudson River fueled its economic and commercial expansion, which
attracted many new settlers, primarily of English, Scottish and Dutch origin. By the late
1740s, Anglicans outnumbered Lutherans and became the community’s majority. This
demographic change ushered in nearly thirty years of religious conflict in Newburgh as
Anglicans, Lutherans, Presbyterians, and other Protestants battled for control of
Newburgh’s church glebe. The Anglicans wrested control of the glebe from the
Lutherans in 1752, but shortly thereafter faced competition from new Presbyterian
11

settlers. These demographic and religious changes shaped Newburgh’s political future
during the American Revolution, as the religious battle divided the community between
Anglicans and dissenters. This religious division would carry over into the American
Revolution, causing religion to be the fault line between Patriots and Loyalists, as the
vast majority of dissenters became Patriots, while many Anglicans became Loyalists.
Furthermore, the majority of Anglican settlers in Newburgh before the Revolution were
poor, creating a class division between Anglicans and dissenters. This experience in
Newburgh shows how pre-war migration and religious strife shaped political factions
and loyalties during the American Revolution.
Lutheran Quassaick
The first European settlers in Newburgh were German Palatines in 1709. Suffering
from war, poverty, high taxes, and economic instability, 15,000 Germans from the
Rhineland migrated to London in hopes of receiving passage to and land in America. Of
these migrants, fifty-two Lutherans, led by their minister Joshua Kocherthal, were
granted land along the west side of the Hudson River in southeastern Ulster County,
situated approximately sixty miles north of New York City and ninety miles south of
Albany.2 Initially settling along the base of a creek flowing into the Hudson River, the

2

For a more detailed account of the Palatine migration see Philip Otterness, Becoming German:
The 1709 Palatine Migration to New York. (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 2004). Otterness
details the migration of 3,000 Germans to New York and follows their experiences from
Germany, to London, to New York City, to the Hudson Valley, and finally to the Mohawk and
Schoharie Valleys. He argues that the Germans shaped their identity to suit their needs during
their migration, eventually developing a shared “Palatine” identity, although not all of the
Germans were actually Palatines.; While Newburgh today is part of Orange County, it was
originally in southeastern Ulster County, and remained so until the county lines were altered in
1798.
12

Germans named the stream and the community “Quassaick.” Five years later, in 1714,
the land was surveyed and the settlement reoriented to run directly along the Hudson
River as the property on the Quassaick Creek was “all upland” and not suitable for
livestock or farming. The survey also allotted 500 acres of glebe land for the Lutheran
Church. A glebe was land owned by the church that was leased and the income used to
fund the church’s functioning and provide the minister’s salary.3
Despite having the benefit of the glebe, Quassaick had difficulty maintaining a
minister and developing a strong Lutheran community. A petition from Quassaick’s
residents to Governor Robert Hunter in 1718 complained that Kocherthal had not

Figure 2: A map of the original Lutheran glebe as well as the lots of land, from Ruttenber, The History of
the Town of Newburgh. Right is north and left is south. The Quassaick Creek, the site of the original
settlement, is the stream south of lot one.

“resided with the Said Inhabitants for above the Space of Nine years,” depriving the

“Mr. Secretary Boyle to Lord Lovelace,” August 10, 1708, Documentary History of New York
(hereafter cited as DHNY), 3:543; “Petition of the Germans at Quasseck Creek,” June 17, 1714,
DHNY, 3:573; “Petition of Joshua Kockerthal,” June 28, 1718, DHNY, 3:574; E.M Ruttenber, The
History of the Town of Newburgh. (Newburgh: E.M. Ruttenber & Co. Printers, 1859), 26-28.
13
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community of “Spiritual assistance.” The petitioners requested 400 acres of the glebe be
settled with another minister who would be present and serve as a “good and faithful
Pastor.”4 Kocherthal died the following year, and the Lutherans failed to find a minister
who could reside in Quassaick. Instead, New York City’s Lutheran congregation
incorporated Quassaick’s church and ministers serviced the parish irregularly. While a
small church was built on the glebe, the order and continuity of the Lutheran community
was undermined by the departure of two Lutheran trustees of the glebe to Pennsylvania
in the mid-1720s, as well as the arrival of non-Lutheran, English, Scottish, and Dutch
settlers. Additionally, the congregation did not receive any glebe rent until 1733,
impairing church finances.5
An Expanding Community
While the Lutheran church struggled, the community around it grew. New settlers
arrived, and began calling the settlement “Newburgh” rather than Quassaick. In order to
accommodate the expanding community, Alexander Colden, son of the prominent New
York politician Cadwallader Colden, established a ferry in 1743 that bridged Newburgh
with Fishkill, the community on the opposite side of the Hudson River. Colden noted that
“Persons frequently have Occasion to Cross over from one side of the said River to the
other,” but without a ferry they were compelled to wait a “considerable time” for passage.
Colden agreed to provide the necessary boats and boatmen for the ferry’s operation in
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exchange for a passenger fee.6

Colden also built the first dock in Newburgh.

Additionally, two gristmills were erected, one by Colden, and the other by James Denton.
This allowed farmers in the area to grind their wheat into flour, and export surplus
produce to New York City as well as other locations in the British Atlantic.7
Residents noted the changing landscape of the community as well as its economic
potential. Newburgh’s Anglican minister, Hezekiah Watkins, observed in 1752 that
Newburgh’s population was “much increasing yearly” and that it would soon be “a very
flourishing country.”8 An associate of Watkins familiar with Newburgh predicted the
community would continue to grow given its strategic location on the Hudson, in the
middle of a major trade route. He observed that Newburgh was situated “at a place to
which any vessel that can come from sea to New York may go, and near the center of the
Province in the most Healthy part of the Province” and that “no Place seems more
convenient for a college.” He believed the location not only benefited the community
economically, but that it was also a prime location for an Anglican college.9 Ulster
County as a whole, which had only 2,923 inhabitants in 1723, grew to 11,996 by 1771.10
Newburgh, founded by fifty-two Germans in 1709, had 1,487 white residents during the
first community census in 1782.11 Newburgh’s growing population led to its constitution
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as a precinct in 1762, which gave the community an annually elected local government.12
Demographically, Ulster County became more diverse. While Northern Ulster County,
particularly the area around Kingston, was predominately Dutch, Southern Ulster County
was heterogeneous, and was a mix of English, Scottish, Dutch and German. The
expansion of the region and its economy, in turn, increased the demand for labor and the
growth of slavery; by 1775, 15 per cent of the Hudson Valley’s west bank consisted of
African American slaves.13
Similar to other port towns in Ulster County, such as a Kingston and New
Windsor, the agricultural community of Newburgh gradually developed into a minor
riverport during the eighteenth century. Ulster County differed significantly from the east
side of the Hudson River which was dominated by large manors and tenants.14 More than
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three quarters of Ulster County’s white male inhabitants owned land and the average size
of a freehold farm was just under 200 acres.15 The economy was primarily locally based,
with farmers growing food for the community and grinding their grain at mills operated
by wealthier residents. In exchange for their produce, farmers traded for tools, textiles,
and other manufactured goods. However, Newburgh’s location on the Hudson River also
gave its economy a commercial element. Farmers from the surrounding area traded their
surplus produce, particularly grain, with local merchants and shopkeepers. The town’s
leading merchants, who acted as middlemen, included Alexander Colden, James Denton,
and Jonathan Hasbrouck. Farmers could purchase imported goods from a merchant’s
store, such as tea, sugar and molasses, while the merchant would sell the farmers’
produce to other places in the British Atlantic, quite often the Caribbean. Some of
Newburgh’s residents were even directly involved in the trade. For example, Hezekiah
Wyatt was the master of a sloop from Newburgh which traveled to several locations in
the Caribbean in 1770, including Antigua and the Bahamas.16 This trading network grew
gradually through the eighteenth century, and Newburgh, as well the entire Mid-Hudson
Valley, became increasingly linked with the greater British Atlantic world.17

treated fairly and were far from oppressed but Countryman argues that the relationship between
landlord and tenant became more exploitive and oppressive during the eighteenth century.
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Figure 3: An image of Newburgh from the east side of the river, c. 1825. By John Hill. Image from the
Library of Congress.

The commercial growth of Newburgh and the Hudson Valley was noted by
travelers. In 1749, Swedish botanist Peter Kalm sailed from New York City to Albany
and observed that “all afternoon we kept seeing a whole fleet of little boats returning
from New York, whither they had brought provisions and other goods for sale, which on
account of the extensive commerce of this town [New York] and the great number of its
inhabitants find good market.”18 Richard Smith, passing through Newburgh in 1769,
noted that “New England men cross here & hereabouts almost daily” as the ferry turned
Newburgh into an important crossroads.19 One resident of the town, James Donnelly,
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recalled many years later that “ships and other vessels” were built on a regular basis on
the waterfront before the war.20 Farmers also came frequently from the surrounding area
to trade or sell crops, as well as buy goods at the shopkeepers’ stores. This was observed
by Patrick M’Robert in 1774, who noted that along the west side of the river “the country
people for thirty or forty miles bring their wheat in on sleighs or sledges on the snow in
the winter.”21 The growth of commercial traffic in Newburgh overwhelmed the still small
community which had only one tavern in 1767. In order to provide sleeping quarters to
travelers, eighty-three residents of Newburgh petitioned Governor Henry Moore for
permission to build three or four more taverns. The combination of farmers coming with
their produce, sloops transporting produce or goods down the Hudson, and travelers
crossing the Newburgh ferry created “considerable Trade.” The petitioners hoped that
the taverns or public houses could be “set up at or near the said Landing for their [the
travelers] better accommodation and entertainment.”22 By the early 1770s, Newburgh
was a growing community with increasing trade and an expanding economy.

Religious Strife
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The economic expansion of Newburgh led to the community’s population growth,
which in turn created religious strife because few of the new settlers were Lutheran,
unlike the original founders. In 1747 the last Lutheran glebe trustee moved from
Newburgh and an election was held to elect new trustees. The combination of Lutherans
leaving the community, coupled with the influx of Anglican, “English Presbyterian,” and
Dutch Reformed settlers, caused the Lutherans to become a religious minority. Of these
denominations, the Anglicans experienced the most growth and were the majority by
1747. As a result, Alexander Colden and Richard Albertson, both devout Anglicans,
were elected trustees. Newburgh was the home of an Anglican Mission, a mission which
also had secondary branches in nearby Wallkill, and Otterkill.23 The Newburgh mission
was the only Anglican Church in New York on the west side of the Hudson River south
of Albany.24
Within weeks of the election, the trustees, along with the Anglican Minister
Hezekiah Watkins, moved to seize the Lutheran Church building as well as the glebe.
Watkins began preaching at the church, while the trustees limited the Lutheran minister’s
use of the church, at times locking him out. The trustees also “forbade the Tenants” to
pay their glebe rents, thus undermining the Lutheran Church financially. In 1749, the
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Lutheran minister and his congregation twice petitioned Governor George Clinton to
request the right to have their own Lutheran trustees as well as confirmation of the
Lutheran Church’s exclusive title to the glebe. In the petitions, they presented
documentation supporting their claim, evidence which dated to the original Lutheran
settlement forty years earlier. However, George Clinton and the New York council,
sympathetic to the Anglican community, refused to act upon the petitions, leaving the
Lutherans in de jure but not de facto control of the glebe.25

Figure 4: A marker indicating the location of the original Lutheran Church building, which was seized by
the Anglicans in 1747. Today, it is located on the grounds of Newburgh’s Old Town Cemetery. Photo by
Sean Winchell.

“Palatine Glebe at Newburgh,” May 12, 1749, DHNY, 3:583; “Petition of the Lutheran Church
in N. York,” October 5, 1749, DHNY, 3:585.
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The standoff between the Lutherans and Anglicans over the glebe continued for
several more years. In 1751, the Anglican leaders of Newburgh petitioned Governor
Clinton requesting letters patent legally transferring use of the glebe to the Church of
England. Additionally, the petitioners requested that 200 acres be reserved for the church
and a newly established school, while the remaining 300 acres of glebe land be rented

Figure 5: A sketch of the original Lutheran Church building. From Ruttenber, The History of the Town of
Newburgh.

for support of the minister and schoolmaster. This request was approved, and a letters
patent granted in 1752, which officially gave the Anglican Church the glebe as well as
the Lutheran Church building.26 A Lutheran minister traveled to Britain to protest the
glebe’s transfer, but failed to have the letters patent revoked.27 As Hezekiah Watkins
noted, the successful takeover of the glebe was due to the support of Governor George
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Clinton and Cadwallader Colden, who was president of the colony’s executive council
and father of trustee Alexander Colden.28
With the Church of England in control of the glebe, Alexander Colden and Richard
Albertson sought to improve and grow Newburgh’s Anglican community. In June, 1752,
they wrote to the Society for the Propagation of the Gospel in Foreign Parts, requesting
funds to help offset the “expenses of the necessary Buildings for the church and School
and for Minister and School Master.” Albertson and Colden argued that without financial
assistance, it would be impossible to “carry the Intention of his Majesties Grant into its
designed Effect” and the “Rising Generation” would remain in ignorance. Local
Anglicans also began to repair the old Lutheran Church, fixing the door and windows as
well as building a pulpit. Additionally, the congregation planned to build a parsonage for
Watkins on the glebe.29
Despite assuming control of the glebe, there was tension within the Anglican
mission. There was disagreement among church members as to whether the congregation
should be based in Newburgh or neighboring New Windsor. This disagreement dated to
1728, when the mission was founded in response to a petition from New Windsor’s
Anglicans requesting the establishment of a mission.30 A minority within the
congregation, most of whom lived in New Windsor and had a vested interest in moving
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the church, used this dated claim to argue for New Windsor as the rightful location.
However, Colden and Albertson favored Newburgh as the place of worship, and
requested that the Society affirm it as the mission’s location. They argued that both
Watkins and one of his predecessors, Richard Charlton, preferred to preach in Newburgh
because it had more Anglicans than New Windsor. They also asserted that having the
church in Newburgh was more convenient for its congregants because most of the
churches’ subscribers lived in Newburgh and that the precinct’s location allowed
parishioners from the east side of the river to attend service by taking the ferry.31 While
the church remained in Newburgh, the Society did not definitively fix the location, and
a portion of the congregation continued to argue for removal to New Windsor.32
Additionally, the trustees and Minister Watkins had a tenuous relationship, with
tensions boiling over by 1761. In a letter to the Society, Watkins wrote that the trustees
refused to give him any of the glebe’s rent, and that he “was generally used ill by Mr.
Colden” whenever he requested a portion of the funds. Watkins also complained that
Colden allowed residents to use the glebe “as they pleased, and to take with Profits of it
to themselves without Leases.”33 The minister noted that he had “never received one
Penny of the Rent” and that the widespread use of the glebe without it financially
supporting the church “disaffected Several people…some who were zealous for
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promoting the Church.” Watkins contemplated suing the trustees, but erred as he feared
Colden’s political connections, and also believed he legally could not win a lawsuit.
There was a loophole in the glebe’s grant which did not fix how much of “the Rent shall
be given to the minister or to the school,” which gave the trustees complete control of

Figure 6 Figure 7: Map of Newburgh. The glebe is in the center, between North and South Streets. It should

be noted that the map is facing south as opposed to north. The map was made by Charles Clinton (16901773) of New Windsor, father of future New York Governor and United States Vice President, George
Clinton. Some labels on the map, however, suggest that it may be a sketch of the original. Map from St.
George’s Episcopal Church vestry minutes, original from the 1750s or 1760s.

the glebe’s finances. As a result, despite legally receiving the glebe’s rent, the mission
25

was entirely dependent on the altruism of the trustees, who could use their financial
control as leverage in disputes.34
Watkins also struggled to raise money from his parishioners for his salary. He
was promised £34 per year, but instead only received £15, and complained that no
subscriber had been “able to pay that little he subscribed.” Just as he refused to sue the
trustees, Watkins refused to sue his parishioners, as he feared the ensuing chaos would
hinder the growth of the church.35 It seems that the parishioners’ inability to pay Watkins
full salary was partly due to the majority of the congregation’s poverty. While Anglicans
constituted a majority of the precinct, the parishioners were generally “New Settlers and
Poor People” as the trustees noted in a letter to the Society dated June 4, 1752.36 A decade
later Watkins also reported that the poverty of his parishioners was one reason he had not
received his promised salary.37
As tensions flared within the mission, there was also increasing friction between
Newburgh’s Anglican community and other denominations. By the 1760s, most of the
new settlers moving to Newburgh were dissenters, causing the Anglican community to
become a minority. The demographic change meant that the dissenters were “more
numerous, than those who are of the church of England [and] they carry the major
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vote.”38 By 1764 the new glebe trustees were both dissenters. Specifically, many of the
new settlers were Presbyterian. While some Presbyterians settled in Newburgh as early
as the 1740s, it was not until the 1760s that their influx was large enough to make the
Anglicans a minority. As a result of the immigration, a Presbyterian church was founded
in New Windsor in 1764, of which many Newburgh residents were parishioners.39
The demographic change contributed to the area’s increasing ethnic and religious
diversity, as well as increasing hostility between the various denominations of
Newburgh. One observer of the Newburgh area noted that “The Inhabitants are made up
of various nations and Religious sects of English, Irish, Dutch, Germans and French.
They are no ways united.”40 Watkins sensed a particular hostility to the Church of
England, noting the dissenting glebe trustees “are so Spiteful, malicious, and Envious
against the Established Church, that if it were in their Power, I have the greatest Reason
to believe, they would Destroy it from the Earth.” The trustees told Watkins that he was
“Dependent on Their Pleasure for my [his] support” and limited the amount of glebe rent
the church received. When Watkins was sick and unable to preach, the trustees requested
permission for dissenting minsters to preach at the church, and upon Watkins’ refusal,
Watkins noted they riled up:
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“some hotheaded people of the Dissenting party, with a Notion that the
Dissenters have as much Right to the church as I have, and upon This, one of
them Threatened me that if I would not Deliver up the Key of the Church to
them, that there was a number of the Dissenters who were determined to cut
the door down and take the church by force from me.”41

Figure 7: The headstone of Reverend Hezekiah Watkins at the intersection of Sarah Wells Trail and NY
Route 208, just outside of Washingtonville, in Campbell Hall, New York. The inscription reads “Sacred to
the Memory of The Revd Mr Hezekiah Watkins who Departed this Life on the 10th day of April AD 1765,
Age 57.” Photograph taken by Don White.

Watkins acknowledged that the glebe would always be a “Bone of contention” between the
Church of England and the Presbyterian-led dissenters. However, he suggested that the
glebe’s grant be amended, requiring the trustees and the schoolmaster be Anglican, and
also definitively fixing the rent’s allocation between the church and school, so the trustees
would not use rent as leverage, or inhibit the financial stability of the Anglican Church.42
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In the last years of his service, Watkins noted that his parsonage was in poor
condition, and that the church had decayed, prompting the need for a new one. He also
requested transfer to another mission as he found traveling to the other branches of the
Newburgh mission to be too laborious. However, Watkins remained the minister at
Newburgh until his death in 1765.43 He was succeeded by Reverend John Sayre in 1769,
a native of New York and a trained doctor. The congregation compensated Sayre for the
expense of moving his family to Newburgh, noting that he had already had to pay for his
trip to Britain for ordination. Upon his arrival, Sayre observed that the mission was
somewhat “diminished” due to its being four years without a minister. Additionally he
noted there were many “poorer members” of the church, and that most were “new settlers
in a new country.” Moreover, he observed that the congregation had become even more
severely outnumbered, as dissenters now consisted of a “great majority,” many of whom
were “not very friendly to our [the Anglican] church.” Sayre also acknowledged that
Anglicans were likely to remain a minority, meaning the trustees would continue to be
hostile dissenters.44 Despite these detriments, he was optimistic that mission would soon
flourish. He preached at the secondary branches of the mission regularly, as well as at
towns as far as thirty miles away, estimating that he rode more than 3,000 miles a year.45
Unlike Watkins, Sayre had a good relationship with the Colden family, and, presumably
not wanting to live in the decaying parsonage, lived at Cadwallader Colden Jr.’s house
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in neighboring Coldenham for several years.46 Later during his service, he moved to a
small farm about fourteen miles west of the Hudson River, placing him more central to
the mission’s other branches. Sayre also promoted education, and subscribed to a
grammar school in nearby Goshen.47

Figure 8: St. George's Episcopal Church today. The current building was constructed between 1817 and
1819, and located about two blocks south of the original church building, at the corner of Grand Street and
Third Street. Photo taken by the author.
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Figure 9: The interior of St. George's Church. Photo taken by the author.

Figure 10: A plaque inside St. George's commemorating Reverends Hezekiah Watkins and John Sayre.
Photo taken by the author.
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Sayre, immediately after arriving, sought to improve and expand the Newburgh
mission. In 1769, Sayre, along with other leading Anglicans in Newburgh and New
Windsor, petitioned for and received the following year an official charter from King
George III, which incorporated the church as St. George’s and expanded its power in
three notable ways.48 First its incorporation allowed the church to go to court as “one
Body politic,” where it could sue, be sued, and take all other “manner of actions”
necessary. Second, the charter permitted the church, in its own name, to “purchase, take
hold, receive, and enjoy messuages, tenements…and any real estate whatsoever.” Lastly,
the charter established church officer positions, consisting of two church wardens and
six vestrymen, who were elected annually every Tuesday before Easter, and were
responsible for “manag[ing] the affairs and Businesses of the said Church.”49 These
privileges granted to St. George’s strengthened the church by granting it legal and real
estate powers as an incorporated body and the establishment of church officer positions
improved the organization and its operating efficiency.
Following the church’s incorporation, Sayre pushed for the construction of two
new churches, the first being at the mission’s branch in Wallkill. Just a few months after
arriving in Newburgh, he went to New York City to raise money for a new stone church
for at Wallkill. Similarly to Watkins, Sayre also wanted a new church for St. George’s,
noting that the new church needed to be “large enough” for his “large and decent”
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congregation.50 However, unlike Watkins, Sayre favored building the new church in New
Windsor, citing the town’s original claim to the church. In actuality, Sayre had two main
motives in moving to New Windsor. First was to escape the hostile community as well
as the trustees, both of which created religious strife, and prevented the church from
receiving its share of the glebe’s rent. Upon Sayre’s arrival, the dissenters, perhaps
encouraged by their burgeoning numbers, had become even more hostile to the Church
of England. Colden Jr. noted the dissenters were “continually warring among
themselves,” but also observed that “One thing however they seem to agree in, and the
only one… [is] Blind, Bigotted [sic] prejudice and opposition to the Church of
England.”51 Secondly, Sayre was “badly paid” by the Newburgh congregation and
believed that moving the church to New Windsor would enable the wealthier Anglicans
there to act as patrons of the church.52
In 1773, to determine the location of the new church building, two subscriptions
were raised by church members, one from Newburgh’s residents and the other from New
Windsor’s. It was agreed that whichever subscription raised the largest sum would
determine the new church’s location. Despite having more congregants in Newburgh,
New Windsor’s subscribers raised more as they were supported by Thomas Ellison and
his family, who were very wealthy merchants in New Windsor. Of the £222 subscribed
to a New Windsor church, £150 came from Thomas Ellison and two of his sons.53 When
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a meeting was called to discuss the new church, Sayre found most of the members
“fastidiously bent to oppose” a New Windsor church, despite that New Windsor raised a
greater sum, and Sayre’s insistence that New Windsor’s “ancient claim” from 1728 made
it the rightful location. The church members responded that they favored the location in
Newburgh given its proximity to their homes, complaining of “the great difficulty of
getting to the church in that place [New Windsor].” They also resented that, though
Newburgh’s residents made up most of the congregation, they could lose the church to
New Windsor because of their relative poverty. As Sayre noted in a letter to Ellison:
“upon the whole [they] declared they should not sign the memorial [to build
the new church in New Windsor], and that they would sign more for the
church and support of the ministry in proportion to their estates than Col.
Ellison to his- that they ought not to be despised, because they were not rich;
and a great deal more to that purpose.”54
A vote on the motion for a new church in New Windsor was overwhelmingly defeated,
much to Sayre’s regret, although the building of a new church was delayed with the onset
of the Revolution two years later.55
Foreshadowing his forthcoming political loyalties in the American Revolution,
Sayre was also a zealous and active Anglican on a broader colonial level while servicing
the Newburgh mission. In 1773, he gave a sermon in New York City to the convention
of the clergy of New York and New Jersey, where he argued for an American Anglican
Bishop. He stressed the importance of the apostolic succession and the role of

Sayre, showing his support for New Windsor as opposed to Newburgh, subscribed £5 for New
Windsor.
54
St. George’s Episcopal Church of Newburgh Vestry Minutes, 1769-1774.
55
St. George’s Episcopal Church of Newburgh Vestry Minutes, 1769-1774.
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ecclesiastical hierarchy through “ordain[ed] elders.” Sayre called the state of the
Anglican Church in the colonies “humiliating” and decried the lack of central authority,
saying the church “instead of moving like planets in their orbits, regularly receiving
support and vigor from their proper sun… [are] like comets…that can scarcely be said to
move within the sphere of its [the sun’s] attraction.” Sayre believed that an American
bishop would bring order and stability to the church.56
After several years as minister, Sayre, who would later become a central figure for
Loyalist Anglicans gathered in New York City during the war, became disillusioned with
the Newburgh mission. Though the size of the church had grown, it still serviced a
relatively small group of Anglicans over a large area, requiring significant travel.
Additional issues included the unwillingness of the congregation to build a new church
in New Windsor and financial problems, as Sayre struggled to receive enough from the
congregation to support his large family. In 1774, Sayre fell ill, and used the occasion to
leave the mission, writing to the Society that he was “incapable of undergoing the fatigue
of the Newburgh mission,” as the travel was too strenuous. Although Sayre believed that
he had been effective in growing St. George’s, and noted that it was based on “a good
foundation,” he insisted that the mission needed a “robust young man.” He moved to the
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Anglican Church in Fairfield, Connecticut, in the fall of 1774, a mission that was far less
fatiguing, and one whose members had offered to more than quadruple his salary.57

Newburgh before the Revolution was a community undergoing change. The small
Lutheran settlement had grown into a sizeable and diverse precinct by 1775. The
community’s economy expanded and diversified. While Newburgh was an agricultural
community, and the economy was still primarily focused on local trade, it also developed
a commercial element. Its location on the Hudson River allowed it to act as a riverport,
where local farmers sold or traded their produce to minor merchants in Newburgh, who
shipped the produce for market in either New York City or other locations in the British
Atlantic. The town also became a crossroads with the founding of the ferry in 1743.
Newburgh’s economic expansion led to an influx of new settlers, which in turn led
to religious strife in the community as the Lutherans became a minority. The initial
immigration consisted of many poor Anglicans, and consequently they wrested control
of the glebe from the Lutherans and transferred the glebe’s benefits to the Church of
England. The Anglican assumption of the glebe in 1752 occurred only after a contentious
battle with the Lutherans. The quarrelsome relationship between Newburgh’s religious
sects continued in the 1760s and 1770s, as most of the new immigrants were dissenting
Protestants, particularly Presbyterians. With dissenters elected trustees of the glebe, they
actively sought to undermine the Anglican Church. The religious division between
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Newburgh’s Anglicans and dissenters continued into the Revolution, and shaped
loyalties which were largely divided along religious lines. Additionally, many of the
Anglicans settling in Newburgh before the war were poor, which also carried over in the
American Revolution, as the Loyalists were, on average, poorer than the Patriots.
Newburgh’s pre-war expansion led to demographic change which fundamentally altered
the composition of its Loyalist community during the American Revolution.
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CHAPTER 2- WHO WERE NEWBURGH’S LOYALISTS? AN
ANALYTICAL BREAKDOWN OF A LOYALIST COMMUNITY
Pre-war religious strife and immigration established several patterns in the
composition of Newburgh’s Loyalists. In this chapter I use an analytical approach in
determining patterns among the Loyalists by examining the size of the Loyalist
community, religion, wealth, occupation, civil government, and family connections. I
also put Newburgh’s Loyalists into the larger context of Loyalism in the Hudson Valley
and New York.
My analysis highlights several patterns. First, Newburgh had a sizeable, although
not an especially large, Loyalist community compared to other areas in New York.
However, the west bank of the Hudson River was almost void of Loyalists, and thus
Newburgh had a significantly larger Loyalist population than any nearby community.
Second, religious patterns show that Anglicanism was inextricably linked with loyalism
in Newburgh, and was the most consistent characteristic among men loyal to the King.
St. George’s Church was the only Anglican Church on the west bank and was the primary
reason Newburgh was an isolated outpost of loyalism. The connection between the
Church of England and loyalism was particularly strong in Newburgh due to the religious
strife before the Revolution. Both church leaders and rank and file Anglicans became
Loyalists, however, loyalism was stronger among ordinary adherents.
An examination of wealth points to the third pattern I have identified. It confirms
that Anglicans from the middle and lower ranks of Newburgh were the base of Loyalist
support and that they were typically poorer than Patriots. Furthermore, evidence suggests
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that there was tension within the community between the leading merchants, who were
Presbyterian, and the poorer members of the town. Fourth an examination of occupations,
shows that Loyalists were roughly evenly divided between farmers and artisans.
Compared to New York as a whole, Newburgh’s Loyalists were overrepresented among
artisans and unrepresented among farmers. Religion affected this as well, as many of the
minor artisans in Newburgh were Anglican.
When assessing patterns in civil government before the Revolution, a fifth pattern
emerges. It is clear that Presbyterians and Anglicans served about equally in town
government; however, few Anglican town officers became Loyalists, as most were
wealthier, and the connection to loyalism weaker among the wealthy. The more
intertwined one was with town politics, the less likely he was to be a Loyalist, even if an
Anglican. Additionally, the poor tax increased substantially before the Revolution,
suggesting that New York’s economic depression of the 1760s and early 1770s affected
the community, and reinforced the divide between the rich and poor.
Lastly, I consider the role of family connections in loyalism. This shows that a
significant portion of the Loyalists had an immediate family member who was also a
Loyalist, and many others were related through marriage, highlighting the role of family
connections in determining political allegiance. Due to pre-war migration and religious
strife, Newburgh had a sizeable Loyalist population shaped by religion and economics,
causing the community’s core to consist of Anglicans of Newburgh’s middling and lower
classes.
The Strength of Loyalism
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While it is difficult to precisely determine the size of Newburgh’s Loyalist
community, it is possible to roughly estimate it through two means. First, the Loyalist
population can be approximately gauged by determining what percentage of the
community refused to sign the Continental Association in 1775. Although not all
Association signatories became Patriots, and not all who declined to sign became
Loyalists, it provides an estimate, and also allows a juxtaposition of Newburgh’s
Loyalists to those from nearby towns. Secondly, by drawing upon various records from
the war, it is possible to more accurately determine the size of the community. This
process is problematic, as defining a “Loyalist” is extremely difficult, because for some
individuals their loyalties fluctuated throughout the course of the war. For example,
several residents in Newburgh served in the Patriot militia before supporting Great
Britain. While there was pro-British dissension within the town as early as the spring of
1775, most did not display overt acts of loyalism until 1776 and 1777. It is also difficult
to distinguish between neutral residents and Loyalists. To resolve these problems, my
definition of “Loyalist” requires that one took an action during the war against
Newburgh’s Patriots or in support of Great Britain. “Action” includes, but is not limited
to, joining Loyalist military units, fleeing to British lines, harboring suspected Loyalists,
and refusing oaths of allegiance to the United States or New York.
The first divisive issue separating Patriots from Loyalists was the Continental
Association or “the Association.” The Association was created by the First Continental
Congress in 1774 in response to the Coercive Acts and mandated colonial nonimportation and nonconsummation of British goods, as well as non-exportation of
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American goods. To enforce these measures, Congress ordered the formation of
committees in “every county, city, and town…whose business it shall be attentively to
observe the conduct of all persons touching this association.”1 This spawned Committees
of Safety throughout the colonies which forced community members to swear allegiance
to the Association and the measures of the Continental Congress. Those who refused to
comply were identified as loyal to Britain and were shunned, terrorized and persecuted
by Patriots. As relations between Britain and the colonies deteriorated further, many of
these individuals ultimately became Loyalists.2
Newburgh’s Committee of Safety requested that each white male resident sixteen
and older “sign the association.” Some men, under pressure from Newburgh’s Patriots,
later recanted their opposition to the Association, however, sixty of 258 men initially
refused to sign the document, or 23.2 per cent of the white male population.3 Compared
to nearby towns, this was a large portion of the community, as the west bank of the
Hudson was a Patriot stronghold. In no other Ulster County community did more than
5.5 per cent refuse to sign the Association. In Kingston, the largest town in Ulster County,
only thirty-three of 595 men declined to sign. Even fewer opposed the Association in
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First Continental Congress, The Continental Association, October 20, 1774.
T.H. Breen, American Insurgents, American Patriots: The Revolution of the People. (New York:
Hill and Wang, 2010), 166-174; Breen’s book is a populist history of the Revolution and
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how the Committees of Safety in the countryside effectively wrested power from the British after
the passage of the Coercive Acts. For more on New York State’s Committees of Safety see Colin
Williams, “New York’s Committees in the American Revolution” In Key to the Northern
Country: The Hudson River Valley in the American Revolution ed. James M. Johnson,
Christopher Pryslopski, and Andrew Villani. (Albany: State University of New York Press,
2013).
3
American Archives, Series 4, Volume III, 595, “Signers in Newburgh, Orange County.”
“Orange County” is erroneous, as Newburgh remained part of Ulster County until 1798.
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other towns, as only 2.6 per cent and 0.3 per cent refused to sign in New Paltz and
Marbletown respectively. Newburgh, despite consisting of only a small portion of Ulster
County’s population, had more residents who refused to sign the Association than every
other community in the county combined, sixty to forty.4 As a whole in Ulster County,
only 100 of 2,091 white males, or about 4.7 per cent, rejected the Association. This trend
was also true in neighboring Northern Orange County, as 5.7 per cent of the population
declined in Cornwall and 4.6 per cent in Goshen. Only in Southern Orange County, in
Orange Town and Haverstraw, was Loyalist sentiment comparable to Newburgh, making
Newburgh an isolated post of loyalism.5 Newburgh’s opposition to the Association was

American Archives, Series 4, Volume III, 583, “Signers in Kingston, Ulster County, May and
June.”; American Archives, Series 4, Volume III, 585, “Names of Persons in Kington who
Refused to Sign.”; American Archives, Series 4, Volume III, 582, “Signers of the Association in
the Town and Neighborhood of New-Paltz, in Ulster County.”; American Archives, Series 4,
Volume III, 585, “Signers in Marbletown, Ulster County.”; American Archives, Series 4, Volume
III, 588, “Signers in New-Marlborough, Ulster County.”; American Archives, Series 4, Volume
III, 587, “Signers in Rochester, Ulster County.”; American Archives, Series 4, Volume III, 586,
“Signers in Mamacoting, Ulster County.”; American Archives, Series 4, Volume III, 587,
“Signers in Hurley, Ulster County.”; Of these Ulster County communities, 33 of 595 refused to
sign the Association in Kingston, 6 of 224 in New Paltz, 1 of 292 in Marbletown, 0 of 231 in
New-Marlborough, 0 of 266 in Rochester, 0 of 132 in Mamacoting and 0 of 93 in Hurley. Those
who refused to sign in New Windsor are unknown, as the document was never officially
recorded. It seems likely, however, that more of New Windsor’s residents would have refused to
sign than most neighboring towns, due to its Anglican community. For more information see
Ruttenber, The History of the Town of New Windsor, 58-60. The Ulster County towns and
precincts of Hanover, Wallkill, and Shawangunk also leave no record of who or how many
refused to sign the Association. My initial research also indicates there many have been some
Loyalists on the frontier of Ulster County, along the Delaware River.
5
American Archives, Series 4, Volume III, 590, “Signers in Goshen, Ulster County, June 8
1775.”; American Archives, Series 4, Volume III, 591, “Signers in Cornwall, Orange County.”;
American Archives, Series 4, Volume III, 597, “Signers in Orange Town.”; American Archives,
Series 4, Volume III, 593, “Signers in Haverstraw Precinct, Orange County.”; In Goshen, 18 of
389 refused to sign the Association, in Cornwall 26 of 456, in Orange Town 13 of 53 equating to
24.5 per cent, and in Haverstraw 142 of 582, equaling 24.3 per cent. In Haverstraw, some
community members agreed to “never consent to taxation without being fully represented with
our consent,” but also distinguished themselves from those who fully signed the Association, as
they refused to take up rebellion. In determining these numbers, this group of individuals was
included among those who refused to sign.
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more comparable to localities east of the Hudson River, a region with significantly more
Loyalists, as one third of residents in Dutchess County refused to sign the Association.
For example, in Poughkeepsie and Beekman’s Precinct, 27.6 per cent and 34.4 per cent
refused to sign respectively.6

The Association By Town in Ulster County and Northern Orange County
Town

County

Total

Number Refused

Percent Refused

Newburgh

Ulster

258

60

23.3%

Kingston

Ulster

595

33

5.5%

New Paltz

Ulster

224

6

2.6%

Marbletown

Ulster

292

1

0.3%

Marlborough Ulster

231

0

0.0%

Rochester

Ulster

266

0

0.0%

Mamacoting Ulster

132

0

0.0%

Hurley

Ulster

93

0

0.0%

Cornwall

Orange

456

26

5.7%

Goshen

Orange

389

18

4.6%

A more accurate estimate of the size of Newburgh’s Loyalist population can be
concluded by examining a collection of sources, as nine men who signed the Association
later became Loyalists, while numerous others who refused to sign supported the
Revolution or remained neutral.7 A thorough examination of extant sources shows forty-

Ranlet, The New York Loyalists, 129; American Archives, Series 4, Volume III, 601, “Signers in
Poughkeepsie, Dutchess County, June and July, 1775.”; American Archives, Series 4, Volume III,
588, “Signers in Beekman’s Precinct, Dutchess County, July 1775.”
7
American Archives, Series 4, Volume III, 595, “Signers in Newburgh, Orange County.”
43
6

five men who can be definitively identified as Loyalists. However, evidence in a
correspondence between the town’s Committee of Safety and the colony’s provincial
congress suggests that there were more than forty-five Loyalist heads of household,
indicating that some individuals did not leave behind any record of their political
position.
In March 1777, the New York Provincial Congress ordered that all “personal
property” of “ill disposed persons, inhabitants of this State…be sold at public vendue,”
and that only three months provisions be left for Loyalist families.8 In reply, Newburgh’s
Committee of Safety wrote to the Provincial Congress on April 29, noting there were
“Near 50 Tories Heads of Families in this small Precinct who are either with the Enemy
or in Prison whose property is seazed [sic] and to be sold.” The committee was concerned
that the forfeiture of property and leaving of only three months provisions would make
families a “charge to this precinct.” Instead, Newburgh’s Committee requested that the
Loyalist families be sent “immediately within the Enemies Lines” or that the families “be
maintained by the State and not the Precinct.”9 That fifty Loyalists had joined the British
or been imprisoned by April 1777 reveals that there were more than forty-five Loyalists
in Newburgh, as certain Loyalists were not identified until after 1777, including several
that were removed to British lines in 1778 for refusing to take an Oath of Allegiance to

8

March 6, 1777, Journal of the Provincial Congress, Provincial Convention, Committee of Safety
and Council of Safety of the State of New York, 1775-1777. Volume I. (Albany: Thurlow Weed,
1845), 826.
“Petition of Inhabitants of Newburgh,” April 29, 1777, Calendar of Historical Manuscripts
Relating to the War of the Revolution. Volume II. (Albany: Weed & Parsons Co., 1868), 112-113.
9
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New York.10 When factoring in these “late” Loyalists with the original fifty in April
1777, it can be roughly estimated that there were between sixty and sixty-five white male
Loyalists in Newburgh, or 23 to 25 per cent of the community. While 23 to 25 per cent
makes the Loyalist community substantially larger than in nearby towns, it was not
particularly large within the colony as a whole.
Estimates vary significantly, but perhaps 30 to 35 per cent of New York remained
loyal and it is generally agreed that in absolute numbers New York had more Loyalists
than any other colony.11 However, within New York, the Loyalists’ strength differed by
region. On the west bank in Ulster and Orange counties, loyalism was very weak, and
there were few Loyalists outside of Newburgh and some towns in Southern Orange
County.12 Conversely, loyalism was very strong on the east bank in Dutchess and
Westchester counties. Both Dutchess and Westchester had a sizeable Anglican

“AN ACT more effectually to prevent the mischiefs arising from the example and influence of
persons of equivocal and suspected characters in this State,” June 30, 1778, Laws of the State of
New York- Passed at the Session of the Legislature, 1777-1784. Volume I. (Albany: Weed &
Parsons Co., 1886), 87.
11
While New York is generally considered to have had the most Loyalists, there is scholarly
debate on the size and strength of its Loyalists. Alexander Flick’s classic Loyalism in New York
During the American Revolution estimates that as many as 50 per cent of New York were
Loyalists, while a more recent examination by Philip Ranlet in The New York Loyalists argues
that they were “a small minority.” Ranlet concludes 15 per cent of New Yorkers were loyal in
1776, and just 8 per cent by 1783. Ranlet’s estimate is probably too low, while Flick’s is too
high. Bernard Mason, while noting that New York had many Loyalists, concluded that Loyalists
“constituted a minority of the populace; Bernard Mason, The Road to Independence: The
Revolutionary Movement in New York, 1773-1777. (Lexington, KY: University of Kentucky
Press, 1966), 92-99; Wallace Brown, The Good Americans: The Loyalists in the American
Revolution. (New York: William and Morrow Company, 1969), 228; Brown argues that New
York had the most Loyalists in absolute numbers, but proportionally was second to Georgia;
Fingerhut, Survivor, 52.
12
Ranlet, The New York Loyalists, 137; Brown, The King’s Friends, 85; American Archives,
Series 4, Volume III, 597, “Signers in Orange Town.”; American Archives, Series 4, Volume III,
593, “Signers in Haverstraw Precinct, Orange County.”
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population, and Dutchess had a number of Scottish immigrants, an ethnic group that was
frequently loyal.13 New York City and the surrounding area was also divided. In Kings
and Suffolk Counties loyalism was weaker, while New York City was a mix of Patriots
and Loyalists, and Staten Island and Queens County were Loyalist strongholds. In
Queens, the towns refused to send delegates to the New York Provincial Congress, and
many inhabitants signed a declaration of neutrality.14 Albany County was also divided
between Patriots and Loyalists. One major stronghold of loyalism was on the frontier, in
Charlotte and Tryon counties. In Charlotte County, the Loyalists led an insurrection in
1776, where they forcibly disarmed Patriots in the middle of the night. In Tryon County,
the Loyalist strength was largely because 20 per cent of the population were tenants of
the influential Johnson family. The Johnsons, who were Loyalists, were benevolent
landlords and inspired loyalty among many of their tenants. Additionally, several
hundred Scots settled in Tryon before the war. Also on frontier, four of the six Iroquois
tribes sided with the British.15

Ranlet, The New York Loyalists, 127-134; Brown, The King’s Friends, 81-83.
Nelson, The American Tory,103; Phillip Papas, That Ever Loyal Island: Staten Island and the
American Revolution. (New York: New York University Press, 2009); Tiedemann, “Patriots by
Default,”35-63; Ranlet, The New York Loyalists, 61-63; Brown, The King’s Friends, 84.
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Potter-MacKinnon, While the Women Only Wept, 16-29; Ranlet, The New York Loyalists, 109112, 130-131; Brown, the King’s Friends, 81; For more on the Iroquois in the American
Revolution, see Graymont, The Iroquois in the American Revolution.
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Figure 11: Map of the Hudson Valley. Adapted from Fingerhut, Survivor.

On a colonial level, loyalism also varied by colony being stronger in the Middle
and Southern Colonies and weaker in New England and the Chesapeake Colonies.
Specifically, loyalism was strongest in New York, South Carolina and Georgia.16 The
exact percentage of Loyalists in the American colonies as a whole is difficult to
determine, and past historians have generally relied on the estimate made by John Adams
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Brown, The Good Americans, 228.
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that one third of the colonies remained loyal, however, recent historians argue that this
estimate is too high. A common estimate currently used is that between 15 and 20 per
cent of the colonial population remained loyal. A quantitative examination by Paul H.
Smith, who utilized the records of Loyalist Provincial Corps, concluded that 16 per cent
of the total population, and 19.8 per cent of the white population, were Loyalists.17
Placing the size Newburgh’s Loyalist community within this larger context reveals
three notable features. First, within New York as a whole, Newburgh’s loyalist
community, consisting of twenty-three to twenty-five percent of the town’s population,
was not large. New York was a Loyalist stronghold in the colonies, and other regions and
towns in New York had far more Loyalists than Newburgh. Newburgh’s Loyalist
population was nowhere near the size of counties such as Queens and Charlotte.
Secondly, although the percentage of the population in Newburgh that remained loyal
was below that of New York as a whole, within the two counties of Ulster and Orange,
the town’s percentage was high. More residents of Newburgh refused to sign the
Association than the rest of Ulster County combined, and the town was an isolated post
of loyalism in an area mostly populated by Patriots. Thirdly, Newburgh’s Loyalist
community was slightly larger than average on a colonial level, exceeding the estimate
of 15 to 20 per cent.
Religion and Loyalism

Paul H. Smith, “The American Loyalists: Notes on Their Organization and Numerical
Strength.” The William and Mary Quarterly, 25 no. 2 (Apr., 1968): 259-277.
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The most consistent feature of Newburgh’s Loyalists was Anglicanism.
Anglicanism was inextricably linked to the King, as he was the head of the Church of
England, making parishioners loyal politically and religiously. This connection existed
throughout the colonies, especially in the North, and the link was particularly strong in
Newburgh given the religious strife of the previous decades. Of the forty-five known
Loyalists, a minimum of 51.1 per cent were Anglican, while at least 6.6 per cent were
Presbyterian.18 Incomplete church records make precision difficult and it is likely that an
even higher percentage were Anglican.

Some Loyalists may have been of other

denominations or unchurched.19 The isolated Anglican mission was largely responsible
for the sizable Loyalist community. Newburgh’s ethnic and religious composition
differed from nearby communities such as Kingston, making it ripe for loyalism.
Kingston, considerably larger than Newburgh and the largest town in Ulster County, was
similar in that it was riverport on the Hudson River but it differed significantly
demographically and religiously, as it remained a Dutch-majority town more than 120
years after its founding and the inhabitants predominately adhered to the Dutch Reformed
Church. Kingston’s residents rejected the Church of England, and an Anglican minister
sent to Kingston in 1704 was rebuffed by the community. Conversely, Newburgh as

St. George’s Episcopal Church of Newburgh Vestry Minutes, 1769-1774; Records of the New
Windsor Presbyterian Church, 1764-1840; It seems likely that both numbers are higher as the
records for each church are incomplete. St. George’s vestry minutes do not exist prior to 1769, or
in 1775 and the extant ones consist of only the minutes and subscription lists, not baptismal or
marriage records. Conversely, New Windsor’s Presbyterian Church records contain marriages,
baptisms, and vestry minutes, but not subscription lists.
19
For more on religion in Colonial America, see Patricia U. Bonomi, Under the Cope of Heaven:
Religion, Society, and Politics in Colonial America. (New York: Oxford University Press, 1986).
Bonomi argues that religion, rather than being in decline, experienced a period of proliferation
and growth during the eighteenth century.
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previously mentioned was ethnically diverse, consisting of English, Scottish, Dutch and
German residents and its heterogeneity made the community an ideal location for an
Anglican Church.20
In St. George’s, both church leaders and ordinary people became Loyalists,
although the Loyalist core was among its poorer members. Loyal church leaders included
the last pre-war Anglican minister, John Sayre, who would become a prominent Loyalist
in Fairfield, Connecticut. Of the eight leading Anglicans who petitioned for St. George’s
charter in 1770, four became Loyalists, while two remained neutral.21 Other leading
church members, such as Church Wardens Samuel Fowler and Gilbert Purdy, became
Loyalists. Fowler became the wealthiest Loyalist in Newburgh, and overall was the ninth
wealthiest man in the community. Likewise, Purdy was wealthier than most other men
who remained loyal to Britain and later he and his family were among the most ardent
supports of Britain in Newburgh.22 Of the six vestrymen in 1773, one, Stephen Wiggins,
became an outright Loyalist, while another, Morris Flewelling, may have remained
neutral. Flewelling’s situation highlights the complexity of Loyalism, as he refused to
sign the Association in 1775, but served as town supervisor the following year. He had
strong connections to the Loyalist community and all three of his brothers became
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Marius Schoonmaker, The History of Kingston, New York: From its Early Settlement to the
Year 1820. (New York: Burr Printing Press, 1888), 104-105, 202; In The American Tory, William
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Loyalists. Upon Morris’ death during the war, his widow took refuge in British-occupied
New York with her Loyalist in-laws and also married a former Loyalist after the war.23
The connection between Anglicanism and Loyalism was even stronger among
rank and file church members, as they made up the majority of the church and were a
significant portion of Newburgh’s Loyalist community. While they were not usually
church leaders, these men were often the most consistent subscribers to the church. John
Morrell, a carpenter whose entire property was worth less than £1, pledged ten shillings
for the removal of Sayre’s family from Pennsylvania to Newburgh in 1769, and then four
schillings to Sayre’s salary in 1772. Two of the poorest residents in Newburgh,
shoemakers Benjamin Darby and William Harding, became Loyalists and regularly
subscribed to St. George’s. Harding gave four shillings to Sayre’s salary in 1769 and
1773, while Darby gave the same amount in 1771. Another poor Loyalist, George
Figure 12: Wygant's Tavern today. It was originally located on the corner of Broad Street and Liberty
Street before being moved about one quarter mile south on Liberty Street around the time of the
Revolution. Photo taken by Sean Winchell.

Harding, brother of William, pledged money to St. George’s numerous times, including
four shillings to Sayre’s salary in 1769, and two shillings in 1772. While loyalism
extended across all economic ranks in the community, these, and other individuals
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Hugh Hastings, ed. Public Papers of George Clinton, First Governor of New York. Volume V.
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suggest that the majority of Newburgh’s Loyalists were among the poor in the
community.24
While the Anglican community made up a significant portion of Newburgh’s
Loyalist population, St. George’s was not entirely united in opposing the Revolution.
Divisions within the church occurred among both leading and rank and file Anglicans.
One vestryman who became a Patriot was Martin Wygant. A tavern keeper, Wygant was
descended from the original Lutheran settlers, but had become a member of St. George’s
Church. He was called “a good citizen, although not a man of any education” and his
tavern held court for the local Justices of the Peace, and also was the location of
Newburgh’s annual town meeting. When the war began in 1775, Wygant immediately
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took up the Revolutionary cause. In addition to signing the Association, his tavern served
as the physical location of the Association, where community members came to sign their
names in support of the Continental Congress. Additionally, his tavern was the meeting
location of Newburgh’s Committee of Safety.25 Some Anglicans of the lower ranks also
supported the Revolution. William Ward, one of the poorest men in Newburgh, was an
active member of St, George’s but signed the Association and also served as a private in
the 4th Ulster County Militia.26
Newburgh’s Presbyterians were almost entirely Patriots, with only a small minority
becoming Loyalists. In 1766, New Windsor’s Presbyterian Church appointed trustees for
each church district, who were “to collect funds to support a minister.” For the Newburgh
district, Jonathan Hasbrouck, Abel Belknap, Moses Higby, Elnathan Foster and Isaac
Belknap were appointed. All were active members of the church, and Abel Belknap
additionally served as an elder.27 During the war, each trustee signed the Association
and four of the five became Patriots, and leaders of Newburgh’s Patriot community.
Hasbrouck was Colonel of the 4th Ulster County Militia from 1775 to 1778, and his home
later served as General George Washington’s military headquarters in 1782 and 1783.28
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Abel Belknap, Isaac Belknap and Moses Higby all served on Newburgh’s Committee of
Safety and were active in prosecuting the war effort.29 Elnathan Foster was the sole
Loyalist among the trustees, and was imprisoned several times during the war. Following
the Revolution, he left the Presbyterian Church and helped establish Methodism in the
area. Rank and file Presbyterians were also overwhelmingly Patriot, and there were only
two Loyalists; Benjamin Smith and Stephen Wood. Smith signed the Association and
served as a Lieutenant in the Ulster County Militia until he changed sides in 1777.
Likewise, Wood was a member of the militia, before deserting in 1779.30
When looking at Loyalism in New York outside of Newburgh and Ulster Country,
it becomes clear that, though religious lines may have been more significant in
determining Loyalism in Newburgh, Anglicanism and Loyalism were connected
throughout the colony. Anglicans were dually loyal to the King, both politically and
religiously. Localities with more Anglicans consistently had more Loyalists. In
Westchester County, a Loyalist stronghold, as many as a third of the residents were
Anglican, as opposed to seven percent for the rest of the colony. Leading Anglican clerics
in Westchester, including Samuel Seabury and Epenetus Townsend, became leading
Loyalists. New Englanders noted that the closer they went to Westchester town, they
found fewer and fewer supporters of the Revolution.31 In Poughkeepsie, at least 42.2 per
American Archives, Series 4, Volume II, 966, “Committees in Ulster County to New-York
Congress.”; American Archives, Series 4, Volume III 438, “Newburgh Committee to New-York
Congress.”; American Archives, Series 4, Volume V, 89, “Letter from the Committee at
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30
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cent of Loyalists were Anglican and throughout the rest of Dutchess County Anglicans
were frequently Loyalists.32 In New York City, Reverend Charles Inglis noted that most
Anglicans stayed loyal, and Sir Guy Carleton observed the “greater part” of Loyalists
evacuating New York City in 1783 were Anglican. In New York City and its vicinity,
Anglican clerics were also leading intellectuals. Charles Inglis, Samuel Seabury, and
Thomas Bradbury Chandler each wrote against the Revolution, imploring loyalty among
the colonists.33
Wealth
Another distinguishing feature of Newburgh’s Loyalists was that they were poorer
on average than their Patriot counterparts. The wealth gap is connected to the different
religious composition of each faction. While the Patriot community was largely
Presbyterian, the Loyalists were predominately Anglican. In the three decades prior to
the American Revolution, a diverse group of immigrants streamed into Newburgh, but a
common element of Anglican immigration was their relative poverty. Members of St.
George’s Church as well as Reverends Watkins and Sayre, observed this beginning in
the 1750s until the eve of the Revolution. In a 1752 letter to the Society for the
Propagation of the Gospel in Foreign Parts, glebe trustees Alexander Colden and Richard
Albertson noted that “the people of this Congregation…are Generally very poor.” 34 In
1763 Watkins observed the arrival of several poor Anglican families, noting that “several
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Families of poor people lately moved into This mission…and come to worship in the
church in my Parish.” Watkins asked the Society for several “Common-Prayer-Books”
that he could give to “those poor people” who could not “provide for themselves.”35
Sayre also recognized the generally poor nature of local Anglicans, writing that there
were many “poorer members” of the church, and also complained that the congregation
was unable to adequately pay him.36
As religion was a key division between Patriots and Loyalists, the disparity in
wealth carried over into the American Revolution. A tax assessment list of Newburgh
from 1767 allows a breakdown of the Loyalists and their wealth, and shows that the
Loyalists were noticeably, although not significantly, poorer than Newburgh’s Patriots.
As a whole, wealth more equitably distributed on the west bank of the Hudson than the
east bank, but communities such as Newburgh still had a noticeable divergence in wealth
between the richest and poorest members of town.37 The wealthiest man in Newburgh,
Jonathan Hasbrouck, had his real and personal property valued at £29, while there were
105 inhabitants whose property was worth less than £1. Of the twenty-five future

35

Hezekiah Watkins to S.P.G., November 2, 1763, S.P.G. Letters (Series B), Volume III, 306.
St. George’s Episcopal Church of Newburgh Vestry Minutes, 1769-1774; My initial research
indicates that some of these Anglicans, as well as some other non-Anglican settlers, came from
Hempstead, Long Island. There are numerous Loyalist surnames that are common to both
Newburgh and Hempstead, including Flewelling, Denton, Ireland, Pine, Wood, Foster and Smith.
While only the Flewellings and Dentons can definitively be proven to be Anglican, it seems likely
there were multiple families related to one another in the two communities, which encouraged
migration. Indeed, when numerous Loyalists from Newburgh tried to flee to British controlled
territory during the war, they noted they had relatives on Long Island. Additionally, other
Loyalists, such as John Morrell (who was Anglican), note in their Loyalist claims for
compensation that they were originally from Long Island, although no specific location is given.
37
Countryman. A People in Revolution, 26; Newburgh, Real and Personal Estates, 1767, Ulster
County Archives, Kingston, New York.
56
36

Loyalists assessed, none were as remotely wealthy as Hasbrouck, and only one Loyalist,
Samuel Fowler, was among the twenty wealthiest members of the community. Fowler,
whose real and personal property was £10.13, was the ninth wealthiest in the precinct,
and was the wealthiest Loyalist.38 Although Loyalists comprised about 10 per cent of
those assessed, only Fowler was among the twenty wealthiest members in town. Instead,
the Loyalists were slightly overrepresented among the town’s middling and lower ranks.
Of the twenty-four Loyalists assessed, twenty-one, or 87.5 per cent, were valued at less
than £4, however, only 181 of the remaining 233 assessed in the town, or 77.6 per cent,
were valued at less than £4. Additionally, sixteen of the twenty-two Loyalists assessed
under £4, or 72.7%, were Anglican, indicating they were heavily represented among the
lower ranks. Anglicans were even more prevalent among the very lowest ranks,
consisting of 77.7% of those Loyalists valued at less than £1. As a whole, this shows that
the remainder of the community was more equitably distributed in terms of wealth than
the Loyalists. Newburgh’s Loyalists were slightly overrepresented among the middle and
lower ranks of the community and were mostly excluded from the wealthiest members
of town.39
Evidence suggests that there was tension between the middling and lower classes
of Newburgh and the leading merchants before the war. In 1766, John Morrell, Benjamin
Smith, and three others were arrested for riotous behavior and physically threatening
merchants Jonathan Hasbrouck and Isaac Belknap, as well as tavern keeper Martin
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Wygant. Morrel and Smith had “threatened that they would Raise a mob & Would
Destroy their [Hasbrouck, Belknap, and Wygant] houses goods and Chattels and that
they Would make their Effigies and Burn them.” Hasbrouck, Belknap and Wygant said
the threats put them “in fear of their lives or that they Would Do them some Bodily hurt.”
The court record does not indicate the reason for Morrell or Smith’s anger but a local
historian has speculated that it was in response to Hasbrouck and Belknap’s attempt to
monopolize use of the waterfront and the Hudson River. It is telling that Hasbrouck and
Belknap were two of the most influential men in town, and each would play an important
role in Newburgh’s Revolutionary movement. Benjamin Smith and John Morrell,
however, were members of the middling and lower ranks of Newburgh before political
divisions emerged some years later. While the specific reason for the dispute is unknown,
it seems likely that there was tension between leading community members and many of
the middling and lower peoples of Newburgh. It is highly likely that this tension played
a role in political divisions and loyalty during the American Revolution.40
If the divide was not completely apparent in the 1760s, it was by the beginning
of the war. On April 14, 1775, Cadwallader Colden Jr., along with Peter Dubois and
Walter Dubois, wrote and signed a protest, in which they objected to a meeting of Ulster
County leaders at New Paltz in which they elected delegates to the New York Provincial
Congress. The men rejected the legitimacy of the meeting and the Provincial Congress,
arguing instead that Sovereignty remained with the Provincial Assembly and that Ulster
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County’s action would “widen…the breach” between the colonies and Great Britain, as
well as help precipitate “an unnatural civil war.” The protest was signed by
approximately sixty men from Newburgh. It was observed by Robert Boyd Jr., a leading
Patriot, that the signatories from Newburgh “were rather to be ranked among the lower
class of mankind…[and also] refuse[d] to sign the Association.”41 As many of
Newburgh’s poor residents were Anglican, as well as were those who refused to sign the
Association, Boyd’s observation confirms that a considerable portion of the poor
Anglicans who arrived in Newburgh prior to the American Revolution became
Loyalists.42
This pattern of Loyalist wealth also existed in other Hudson Valley communities.
Jonathan Clark’s article “The Problem of Allegiance in Revolutionary Poughkeepsie” is
the only other case study that examines Loyalism in a Hudson Valley town. Clark
discusses wealth and compares the Loyalists of Poughkeepsie to its Patriots. Similarly he
concludes that the Patriot community was, on average, wealthier, and also notes that like
Newburgh, Loyalists were slightly overrepresented in the middle and lower ranks, and
significantly underrepresented among the higher ranks. Looking at the community as
whole, Clark concludes that “Poughkeepsie [was] an exception to the traditional notion
that in New York Tories tended to be richer than Whigs.” The evidence of wealth
presented in Newburgh’s case complicates Clark’s conclusion. Newburgh and
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Poughkeepsie shared many geographic and demographic similarities, as both were
situated in the Mid-Hudson Valley on the Hudson River and each had an Anglican
Church. While Clark asserts that many of Poughkeepsie’s Anglicans became Loyalists,
this was common in the Northern Colonies, and Clark does not note any connection
between wealth and religion. Wallace Brown in The King’s Friends argues that among
the New York Loyalists “the very wealthy… [were] substantially represented.” However,
Brown also notes that most of the wealthy Loyalists came from New York City. While
more scholarship is needed, on the basis of these studies it can be concluded that
Poughkeepsie and Newburgh are not exceptions, but rather outside of New York City, in
communities in the Mid-Hudson Valley, Loyalists were often poorer than their Patriot
counterparts.43
Occupation
The occupation of twenty-six of Newburgh’s Loyalists can be determined, and they
were roughly evenly divided between farmers and artisans. The largest single
occupational group was farmers, who consisted of 42.3% per cent of the Loyalist
population. As Newburgh was still a rural community with a locally based economy,

Jonathan Clark. “The Problem of Allegiance in Revolutionary Poughkeepsie.” In Saints and
Revolutionaries: Essays on Early American History. (New York: W.W. Norton & Company,
1984), 301-303; Brown. The King’s Friends, 86-101; In his study, Wallace Brown uses an
analytical and quantitative approach by examining all of Loyalist compensation claims. In
response to Brown’s book, Eugene Fingerhut published a critique of Brown’s methodology in the
William and Mary Quarterly called “Uses and Abuses of the American Loyalists’ Claims: A
Critique of Quantitative Analyses.” Fingerhut argued that Brown’s exclusive reliance on the
Loyalists’ claims was problematic for several reasons, including that Loyalists were not always
honest in their claims, some claims were completely fraudulent and that poorer people were less
likely to submit claims.
43

60

farmers were also the largest occupational group in the town. As a whole, artisans
comprised 50 per cent of the Loyalists. The largest artisanal group was carpenters, who
constituted 23 per cent of the total Loyalist population. Carpenters were important for
the growing community, as they were needed to construct buildings, and build ships on
Newburgh’s docks. One Loyalist, Gilbert Purdy, was described as both a carpenter and
a shipwright, and probably participated in the construction of ships on the waterfront. It
is possible that Purdy and another Loyalist artisan, William Harding, played a minor role
in maritime trade on the river, as they owned sloops. The next largest artisanal groups
were tailors at 11.5 per cent, shoemakers and cordwainers also at 11.5 per cent, and
coopers at 3.8 per cent. Only a boatman and a schoolteacher were not farmers or
artisans.44 The clustering of certain occupational groups, such as carpenters, tailors and
shoemakers within a small community shows how relationships between individuals of
the same profession influenced political loyalty. Additionally, the near even division
between farmers and minor artisans further highlights that Loyalists comprised the
middling and lower ranks of Newburgh, rather than leading merchants.45

44

The New-York Packet, May 24, 1781; The New-York Packet, February 14, 1782; Recognizance
of Solomon Combs, August 15, 1775. Ulster County Court of General Sessions, Recognizances,
Ulster County Archives, Kingston, New York; Recognizance of David Purdy, September 17,
1770. Ulster County Court of General Sessions, Recognizances, Ulster County Archives,
Kingston, New York; Recognizance of Silas Gardner, December 26, 1780. Ulster County Court
of General Sessions, Recognizances, Ulster County Archives, Kingston, New York;
Recognizance of John Morrell and Elnathan Foster, May 6, 1766. Ulster County Court of General
Sessions, Recognizances, Ulster County Archives, Kingston, New York
45
Loyalist Claim of Gilbert Purdy, AO13/15/181-196. American Loyalists Collection,
Manuscripts and Archives Division. The New York Public Library; Loyalist Claim of William
Harding, AO13/13/161-166. American Loyalists Collection, Manuscripts and Archives Division.
The New York Public Library; While Purdy was a carpenter and a shipwright, Harding was a
shoemaker, and it is not clear why he had a sloop or what its specific use was.
61

The Occupations of Newburgh’s Loyalists
Occupation

Total Percent of All Loyalists

Farmer

11

42.3%

Carpenter

6

23.0%

Shoemaker/Cordwainer

3

11.5%

Tailor

3

11.5%

Cooper

1

3.8%

Boatman

1

3.8%

Schoolteacher

1

3.8%

The occupations of Newburgh’s Loyalists differed from New York Loyalists as
a whole. Wallace Brown concludes that farmers comprised 74.7 per cent of New York’s
Loyalist population, while artisans were only 8.9 per cent. The remainder were involved
in commerce or of the professional class.46 Newburgh did not have a professional class
of Loyalists as it was a small community and lacked many doctors, lawyers, professors,
and other professional occupations. However, Newburgh did have many farmers and
artisans, and comparatively the Loyalists were underrepresented among farmers and
overrepresented among artisans. Religion probably influenced this difference, as 69.2 per
cent of Newburgh’s artisanal Loyalists were Anglican, as opposed to 45.4 per cent of
farmers. Anglicans were concentrated in the artisanal class, while Presbyterians and other
denominations may have typically been farmers. Also of note is that the major
community merchants, such as Jonathan Hasbrouck and Isaac Belknap, became Patriots.
Wallace Brown argues that many merchants in New York became Loyalists, or tried to
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remain neutral due to “motives of trade, fear of the lower classes, and general social
outlook.”47
The widespread Revolutionary support of Newburgh’s merchants was caused by
two factors: religion and family connections. Hasbrouck and Belknap were leading
members of New Windsor’s Presbyterian Church, whose members largely supported the
Revolution, as did most Presbyterians in New York. Comparatively, Anglican merchants
in neighboring towns were Loyalists or neutral. In Hanover, the leading merchant,
Cadwallader Colden Jr., was a Loyalist, while in New Windsor the Ellisons effectively
remained neutral. Additionally, family connections influenced loyalty, as Hasbrouck and
Belknap had relatives who supported the American Revolution. Conversely, Colden Jr.
and the Ellisons had strong Loyalist connections as Colden Jr.’s father was a major
politician and the Ellisons were related to both the Coldens and Reverend Charles
Inglis.48
Civil Government
An examination of town records demonstrates that precinct officers were both
Anglican and Presbyterian, but that few of these individuals became Loyalists. Town
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officers were roughly split between Anglicans and Presbyterians. For example, in 1763,
Presbyterian Jonathan Hasbrouck served as town supervisor, while in 1764 Anglican
Lewis Dubois took his place. While town officers were religiously diverse, future
Loyalists seldom held town positions. Beginning with Newburgh’s formation as a
precinct in 1762, through 1775, surviving records show that only five Loyalists served
as town officers. The Anglican town officers were generally from the minority whose
property was worth more than £4 and were far less likely to be Loyalists. For example,
Isaac Fowler, who served as path master in 1763 and then pounder in 1764, was an active
Anglican and subscribed to St. George’s. Although not among the wealthiest in
Newburgh, his real and personal property was valued at £7.14 in 1767, making him
wealthier than most residents, particularly among Anglicans. However, he supported the
Revolution, signing the Association in 1775 and serving as a Lieutenant in the militia.
Similarly, Leonard Smith was an Anglican vestryman who subscribed to St. George’s
and also served as path master in 1764. He was valued at £4.7 and, like Fowler, he signed
the Association and served in the militia. Within Newburgh, wealthier men with more
power, and those more intertwined with its politics were unlikely to become Loyalists,
even if they were Anglican.49
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In addition to being marginalized in town government, precinct records show that
lower rank Anglicans faced economic strain before the Revolution. New York City and
New York as a whole faced difficult economic circumstances in the 1760s and early
1770s, as the departure of the British army from New York City ended the wartime
economic boom and consequently lowered employment. While the rest of the colony was
not as severely affected as New York City, it faced declining agricultural and land prices
and a weakening of trade with the Caribbean.50 The economic depression affected
Newburgh, which was dependent on agriculture and trade. Speaking to this, beginning in
1766, Newburgh began to raise increasingly larger sums to support its poor. In 1766, the
poor masters raised £20.4 for support of the poor, which increased to approximately £2
to £4 a year during the five year period between 1767 and 1772. Two years later in 1774,
however, the increase was £10.51 Much was used to care for poor women and children.
For example, in 1766 Nehemiah Denton took in a child whose father was unable to
support her, while in 1768, Benjamin Carpenter provided housing and clothing to a “poor
child,” and George Tarbuck supported a poor women for one year. While increasing
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economic strain affected the entire community, it would have most affected the middle
and lower ranks of Newburgh, and thus the Loyalists more severely, reinforcing the
divide between poor Anglicans and town leaders.52
Family Connections
Another pattern among Newburgh’s Loyalists was the influence of family members
on political loyalty. Certain families had many Loyalists, highlighting the influence of
immediate family members. One such example is of George and William Harding, who
were brothers. Both were forced to flee Newburgh early in the war, and each served in
Thomas Ward’s Loyalist regiment in New Jersey. Similarly, three Flewelling brothers,
Abel, James and John, all became Loyalists. Each fled to British-occupied New York
City, and directly partook in the war effort. The Purdy family had more Loyalists than
any other family in Newburgh. Gilbert Purdy and David Purdy both served in the Guides
and Pioneers, while Nathan Purdy fled to British-occupied New York City and had his
property confiscated. Additionally, Isaiah Purdy was twice imprisoned for his loyalty. In
addition to the Hardings, Flewellings, and Purdys, three other families had multiple
Loyalists. Stephen Pine and Jonathan Pine, along with Stephen’s son Alpheus, fled to
New York City and later Canada, while James Leonard, John Leonard and George
Leonard each had their property confiscated for defecting to the British. Two Dentons,
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Robert and Daniel, also became Loyalists. In Newburgh, a significant portion of
Loyalists had an immediate family member who also remained loyal to the King.53
The Loyalists in Newburgh were also often related through marriage. The Loyalist
families, the Fowlers, Merritts, Flewellings and Purdys were all related. Samuel Fowler’s
wife was Charlotte Purdy, and together they had six daughters, two of whom married
Loyalists. Their daughter Abigail married Abel Flewelling, who worked as a carpenter,
and another daughter, Mary, married Loyalist George Merritt. Also through marriage,
the Fowlers were related to the Gedney family, and three Gedney’s refused to sign the
Association and David Gedney had his property confiscated at the end of the war. The
Dentons were also related to the Purdys and Flewellings through marriage.54
Additionally, the Flewllings, Fowlers, Purdys, Merritts, Dentons and Gedneys shared
religion as well, highlighting the role of St. George’s in bonding families together.55

In conclusion, the composition of Newburgh’s Loyalist community was
shaped by pre-war religious conflict and migration. In terms of size, Newburgh’s Loyalist
population was below average in New York, but it was the largest Loyalist community
in its vicinity, due to its demographic and religious composition. Religion was the most
significant divider between Loyalists and Patriots, because most Loyalists were
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Anglican, while Presbyterians were almost entirely Patriots. While many members of St.
George’s became Loyalists, the core of the community consisted of Anglicans of the
middling and lower classes. When looking at wealth, Loyalists were usually poorer than
Patriots, and there were few wealthy Loyalists, who were instead concentrated in the
middling and lower ranks. Loyalists were both farmers and artisans. Compared to New
York, they were overrepresented among artisans, as many minor artisans, such as
shoemakers and tailors, were Anglican. The Loyalists had little influence in town
government. Even the Anglicans involved in town government were seldom Loyalists,
as the more intertwined they were in local government the less likely they were to be
Loyalists. Lastly, many of the Loyalists were related to each other, either in their
immediate family or through marriage. This highlights the importance of family relations
and connections in determining political loyalty. I conclude that Newburgh had a sizeable
Loyalist community that was shaped by religious and economic factors, leading the
community’s core to consist of Anglicans of Newburgh’s middling and lower classes.
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CHAPTER 3: THE LOYALISTS OF NEWBURGH DURING THE AMERICAN
REVOLUTIONARY WAR
This chapter examines the wartime experiences of the Loyalists by considering their
persecution in Newburgh, their participation in military units, and their life as refugees
behind British lines. Increasing social violence and persecution of Loyalists marked the
first three years of the war in Newburgh. Maltreatment increased as the military threat
from Great Britain became more significant after the capture of New York City in
September 1776. With control of New York City, and a British invasion force coming
south from Canada in 1777, Newburgh faced external military pressure from both the
north and south which led to the peak of social violence. Newburgh’s relatively large
Loyalist community caused its Committee of Safety to be particularly vigilant in rooting
out Loyalist dissidents. As British forces threated the area, Newburgh suppressed its
Loyalists who Patriots believed would pose an internal threat during a British attack.
Persecution was frequently directed at poor Anglicans who were recognized as being the
strongest base of British support, and as the terrorization of Loyalists escalated, they
began to flee to New York City. Only sixty miles to the south, New York City provided
a safe haven for those loyal to the King. After arriving behind British lines, the British
utilized the Loyalists’ knowledge of the local area by having them serve as army guides
or recruiters in the countryside. Additionally, many saw military combat in the vicinity
of New York City. By the end of the war, at least twenty-six Loyalists from Newburgh
were within British lines, where they remained until The Treaty of Paris established
peace in 1783. The Loyalists’ wartime experiences were shaped by Newburgh’s location,
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the Loyalist community’s size, British military movement, their geographic knowledge
of the Hudson Valley, and the Loyalists’ wealth and religion.
1775: Early Revolutionary Activity
Most early resistance to imperial policy took place in urban centers rather than in
the countryside, and as such there was no Revolutionary activity in Newburgh before
1775; two future Loyalists even served as town supervisors in 1773 and 1774.1 In other
Ulster County communities, there were a few Patriot gatherings in 1774, but colonial
resistance only accelerated in January 1775, when Wallkill, New Windsor, and
Shawangunk condemned the pamphlet Free Thoughts on the Proceeding of the
Continental Congress in a Letter to the Farmers. Written by Westchester Anglican
Minister Samuel Seabury under the name A.W. Farmer, the pamphlet was directed at
farmers, and urged them to oppose the measures of Congress, noting policies such as
non-importation and non-consumption would harm farmers while benefiting merchants.
The Wallkill Committee read Free Thoughts aloud and declared it “replete with
falsehoods, artfully calculated to impose upon the illiterate and unthinking, to frustrate
the Resolves of the Congress, and to destroy the union so necessary for the preservation
of our constitutional liberty.” Not willing to tolerate dissension, the committee burned
the pamphlet and resolved that “the authors, publishers and circulators… [be] deemed
enemies to their country.” The resolutions in New Windsor and Shawangunk similarly
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condemned and burned the pamphlet. In late January, Newburgh’s residents elected a
Committee of Safety at Martin Wygant’s tavern.2
As Revolutionary activity escalated, Loyalists responded. On April 7, 1775, a
meeting in New Paltz selected Ulster County’s delegates for the newly-formed New York
Provincial Congress, electing George Clinton, Levi Pawling, and Charles DeWitt.3 This
upset Loyalists, who denied the legitimacy of the Provincial Congress. Initial opposition
was not physical, but intellectual. Cadwallader Colden Jr., Peter DuBois and Walter
Dubois wrote a protest, in which they articulated an organized, coherent, and intellectual
argument against the meeting. They declared that the “Election of delegates to meet
either in the Provincial or Continental Congress…is a measure unwarranted by law and
unknown to the British Constitution” and that these bodies had taken away the rightful
sovereignty of New York’s Provincial Legislature. They warned that this threatened to
inflame tensions with Britain, destroy the British Constitution, and “introduce a
Republican Government with its Horrid [sic] concomitants, Faction, Anarchy, and finally
Tyranny.” Concluding their protest, they said they would not abide by any resolutions
from illegal congresses or assemblies, and pledged obedience to the King and British
Constitution.4 The protest was signed by sixty men from Newburgh, who were observed
to be “ranked among the lower class of mankind.”5
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Colden’s Protest highlights three trends in Newburgh’s Loyalism. First, it shows
the relative strength of Newburgh’s Loyalists compared to other communities as
Newburgh’s residents are the only ones mentioned to have signed the protest. Second, it
shows how the Loyalists, largely poor and without influence, initially relied on local
leaders to lead intellectual opposition to the Revolution. Colden, an Anglican like most
of Newburgh’s Loyalists, was from one of the most influential families in New York,
and was a prominent local figure. Lastly, it shows the gradual movement to resistance.
Rather than physically opposing the Revolution, Newburgh’s Loyalists sought a middle
ground, voicing their displeasure with local Patriots, but protesting in a limited and
respectful manner.
In the spring, Revolutionaries in Newburgh tried to discern Loyalists from Patriots,
because they feared Loyalists would be a fifth column in the event of a British attack.
Newburgh’s Committee requested that “every male person, from the age of sixteen and
upwards” sign the Continental Association. Sixty men refused to sign. On May 15, 1775,
Newburgh’s Committee wrote that they were disappointed “a number of persons”
declined to sign, and issued seven resolves. The Committee ordered that those who
refused to subscribe to the Association be invited again to sign “in the most friendly
manner,” but those who still refused be “deemed enemies to their Country.” Community
members were forbidden to interact with those who refused to sign, and anyone who
violated this resolve would be subject to a community boycott. Additionally, men who
declined to sign would have their names published in the newspaper.6 The threat of being

6
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shunned was effective and twenty-one men recanted their opposition to the Association
in July, declaring that “we; are now convinced that we have no other alternative left but
to reply force by force, or submit to be slaves.” Being pressured into consenting to the
Association and Continental Congress did not change the inherent views of the men
however, as at least fifteen of the twenty one later supported Great Britain.7
Newburgh’s Committee also viewed slaves as a threat. The Committee ordered
that any slave “absent from his dwelling house or farm, after sun-down, or…without a
pass” be apprehended and “receive thirty-five lashes.”8 The immediate reason for their
resolve was the threat of a slave insurrection, as those in bondage in the Hudson Valley
became increasingly rebellious during the political crisis. In 1774, a Poughkeepsie slave
burned his master’s barn, and was executed by burning at the stake. Most significant was
a planned slave insurrection in Kingston that was narrowly foiled in February 1775.
Slaves had planned to organize into several different groups, burn buildings in Kingston,
murder the occupants, and then meet up with a force of Native Americans. 9 Newburgh,
undoubtedly terrified at the possibility of a similar revolt, passed the ordinance as a
means of safety. The Committee also probably wanted to prevent slaves from escaping
in the chaos of war. Some still absconded, however, such as a slave of Thomas Palmer
in 1776. Thus Newburgh’s Patriots sought to limit the threat of Loyalists, as well as of
slaves, both of which were viewed as wartime liabilities.10
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In Fairfield, Connecticut, Reverend John Sayre faced pressure to sign the
Association. Sayre, as previous noted, had departed Newburgh a few months earlier and
like many Anglican ministers he sided with Great Britain.11 An educated, intellectual
Loyalist, Sayre articulated his reasons for not signing the Association in the newspaper.
Relying on his Anglican faith, Sayre first argued that the Bible prohibited him taking up
arms, and also that he was dependent on God’s will even if it meant “slavery,” saying if
“God should bring me into a state of slavery itself…I may be content with that lot.”
Second, Sayre argued that the Association prohibited “extending the kind offices of
humanity and hospitality” to those who refused to sign, as they were considered enemies
of the country. Sayre asserted that, as a minister, he was obligated to “extend my kind
offices” to all, even if they were enemies. Third, Sayre questioned whether the
Revolutionary cause was sanctioned by God, and argued that, even if it were, it was not
necessarily destined to succeed. Sayre blamed the “unnatural war” on both Americans
and the British, arguing that each had failed to observe God’s laws, and that the
Association only exacerbated tensions.12 Sayre, trying to remain neutral, declared
himself “a sincere friend” to both Britain and America, and said he would follow God
rather than politicians.13
Sayre’s argument was not well received. A reply to Sayre in The New-York Journal,
written by “A.P.” accused him of being a “tory,” and “perverting” the scriptures, as well
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as espousing the “old Popish doctrine of passive-obedience and nonresistance.” He
rejected passive obedience to a King, noting that in Ancient Egypt Pharaoh’s midwives
refused to follow orders to kill Hebrew male children. He also contended that Sayre’s
scriptural message, “keeping hospitality,” did not exist in the Bible, and suggested the
phrase was “emphatically descriptive of a Tory spirit.” As for Sayre’s declaration of
friendship to America, A.P. noted that “such solemn appeals…are common to great
hypocrites and liars” such as Thomas Gage and his troops, who wanted “to destroy and
murder us.” A.P. also said the Anglican “hearers” of Sayre were generally “disaffected
to the religious and civil constitution of their country.” A.P. considered Sayre a threat,
believing that he had become head of the “tory faction” in Fairfield.14
In 1775, while the Patriots in Newburgh had forced community members to sign
the Association, there was limited physical persecution of Loyalists as British forces were
in Boston and not an immediate threat. The few occurrences of maltreatment lacked
severity and those apprehended were quickly released. For example, on July 18, Adam
Patrick, John Morrell and Isaiah Purdy were apprehended and sent to the New York
Provincial Congress in New York City for confinement. Newburgh’s Committee wrote
that the three men possessed “principles very inimical to the grand cause” and that they
had disrupted peace in the community. During examination, the three men “confessed
many of the matters wherewith they were charged” and were imprisoned in the
barracks.15 After being confined just ten days, the Provincial Congress released Morrell,
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Patrick, and Purdy, writing to Newburgh’s committee that the three men had promised
to amend their behavior. The Provincial Congress ordered that no harm be done to their
person or property, but the committee was permitted to disarm them.16 The relatively
restrained attitude continued through 1775. The only other recorded action against
Loyalists was in October, when the Newburgh militia seized and imprisoned David Purdy
and Stephen Wiggins. Without an immediate British military threat, there was no reason
to aggressively persecute Loyalists.17
1776: Increasing Social Violence
In 1775, both the Newburgh Committee and the Loyalists battled over the
Revolutionary movement without significant violence. Few Loyalists were apprehended,
and the protests of the Loyalists were verbal rather than physical. This changed
substantially in 1776 as Newburgh’s Committee became more aggressive in ferreting out
suspected Loyalists. This development occurred because the Mid-Hudson Valley came
under greater pressure from British forces and Newburgh’s sizeable Loyalist community
posed an internal danger in addition to the threat of British forces. In the summer and
fall, the British captured New York City, and moved into the Lower Hudson Valley,
increasing the external threat to Newburgh. In response to increased persecution,
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Newburgh’s Loyalists became more aggressive in their resistance, abandoning civil
disobedience. They resisted with threats of physical violence, as well as by fleeing to
British lines.
The case of Samuel Devine highlights the increasingly aggressive attitudes by
both sides. In January, Devine was overheard drinking to the “damnation” of Congress,
and saying that “last year was Whig year, but this would be Tory year; and likewise, that
all the Whigs would be handed in the Spring.” Several days later, Devine threatened to
kidnap a committee member from neighboring New Marlborough, and bring him to a
British ship, as Devine had heard that the British were offering a reward of “forty pounds
in cash, or fifty acres of land.” Additionally, Devine refused militia duty, and as
punishment a militiaman confiscated some of Devine’s property. Two ox chains were
seized but Devine refused to surrender them without a fight and threatened the
militiaman, calling him a “dead man” and saying that “if satisfaction was not made for
his chains, he would come up and kill a half dozen of them [Patriots].” This aggressive
attitude by Patriots and Loyalists was unknown in 1775, but commonplace in 1776.18
Persecution continued to escalate as Patriots began to fear possible Loyalists
plots. Suspected Loyalists were brought before the committee and interrogated. In June,
the Committee questioned Hugh Stevenson on the suspicion of selling gunpowder to
Newburgh Loyalists, a charge he denied.19 Men loyal to the crown responded to their
maltreatment by running away, or refusing to serve in the militia. In December 1775,
American Archives, Series 4, Volume IV, 1040, “Affidavits as to the Ill Conduct.”
American Archives, Series 4, Volume VI, 1161, “Deposition of Cornelius Platt”; American
Archives, Series 4, Volume VI, 1161, “Deposition of Hugh Stevenson.”
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George Harding was forced to flee when threatened with “severe treatment” by Patriots,
and hid from place to place until reaching Royal Governor William Tryon’s fleet in New
York Harbor in February 1776.20 Also in February, both Moses Knapp and Stephen Pine
fled to and reached Tryon’s fleet.21 On March 25, seventeen men, including Samuel
Devine, refused to appear for Newburgh’s “minute company,” and soldiers were sent
with warrants to enforce compliance.22
The rising tension between the two factions reached a boiling point by the end of
June 1776. The Loyalist community had grown increasingly rebellious, and there was
the threat of an imminent British attack on New York. On June 24, Newburgh
Committeeman Abel Belknap wrote to the Provincial Congress, saying he believed the
Loyalists were “arming and preparing to surprise and take our lives, in case an attack
shall be made on this Province…which is more than probable will soon be the case.”
Belknap noted that Newburgh was “nearly destitute” of both powder and lead, and
requested these supplies from the Congress.23 Two days later, on June 26, Belknap wrote
Colonel James Clinton, the commanding officer at Fort Montgomery located about
fifteen miles south of Newburgh, requesting “twenty-five good men.” Belknap noted that
there were “sundry persons in the Precinct of Newburgh as being very dangerous to the
cause” and that twenty five soldiers would help “get some of these rascals apprehended
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and secured.” Given the dangerous situation, Belknap requested that the men be sent
“without delay.”24 Additionally, a supposed Loyalist plot to kidnap or assassinate George
Washington in New York City was foiled in June, heightening the paranoia of
Newburgh’s Revolutionaries.25
Feeling greatly threatened by those loyal to the crown, Newburgh’s Committee
decided to disarm and arrest Cadwallader Colden Jr., who they believed was the
Loyalists’ leader. Just before midnight, on June 24, a body of armed men surrounded
Colden’s house, and forced him out of bed. The men, led by Colonel Thomas Palmer of
Newburgh, acted on the orders of both the Newburgh and New Windsor Committees,
who decided on the endeavor jointly, despite that Colden technically lived in the Precinct
of Hanover, immediately to the west of Newburgh.26 Palmer and his men thoroughly
searched the house for weapons, but only found a broken stock and a fowler.27 Despite
this, the men kept Colden under guard, ordering him to accompany them to New Windsor
and that if he refused he would be “rode upon a rail.” Colden was confined for twentyfour hours in New Windsor, during which time Thomas Ellison, his father in law, was
not permitted to bail him out. The following day, he was brought before the committee
in Newburgh, where he was accused of being “inimical to the American cause.” When
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Colden protested that, as a resident of Hanover, he was not in Newburgh’s jurisdiction,
the committee replied that “Hanover [was] remiss in their duty, and under some undue
influence.”28 Newburgh’s Committee, in its vigilance, overstepped its authority,
something it continued to do throughout the war. Unlike other local committees,
Newburgh had a large Loyalist population, which increased its aggressiveness in
debilitating its Loyalists.
Colden continued to remain confined because of the grave threat the Patriots
believe he posed. While Colden’s name was enough to make him a suspicious person,
the committee justified the his seizure and imprisonment on the charges of selling books
which espoused “poisonous doctrines” and his authorship of the protest against Ulster
County’s selection of delegates for the New York Provincial Congress.29 Wanting a fair
trial, Colden successfully appealed his case to the Ulster County Committee in New
Paltz.30 There, on July 4, 1776, Colden argued that he had signed the Continental
Association, and agreed to support the measures of the Provincial Congress as well as
the Continental Congress. Rather, he only opposed “independency” which he declared
“he should ever oppose to all his might.” The Ulster Committee asked him to sign the
Association once again, with an amendment which required him to “in case of actual
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invasion, go forth with the rest of his neighbours to action in defense of his country.”31
Colden refused to consent to this amendment, and was sent to the county jail in Kingston.
The Patriots believed that by confining Colden they deprived the Loyalists of their
leader.32
The Newburgh Committee of Safety’s increasing aggressiveness against
suspected Loyalists was paralleled by the leading bodies of New York as the British
military threat grew. British forces landed on Staten Island in early July and moved
against New York City in August. After a crushing defeat on Long Island on August 27,
and then at Kip’s Bay on September 15, Washington was forced to evacuate New York
City, which was then occupied by the British.33 In July 1776 the New York Provincial
Congress, now renamed the Provincial Convention, removed to White Plains. When
British troops moved into Westchester County, the Convention was force to remove
again, this time fleeing north to Fishkill. By February 1777 the Convention had once
again been forced to relocate to Kingston. With the center of New York’s Revolutionary
movement in the Mid-Hudson Valley, and British forces just sixty miles away,
authorities took action to ensure security. In September, the Provincial Convention
created a committee whose purpose was “detecting and defeating all conspiracies which
may be formed in this state.” The “Committee for Detecting and Defeating Conspiracies”
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was specifically formed to root out Loyalist dissension in the region and enforce
conformity. The formation of this committee began a period of increased persecution
throughout the Hudson Valley, as it arrested and confined individuals, and at times
removed particularly dangerous persons from the state.34
Throughout the duration of the year, Newburgh’s Loyalists continued to face
persecution, both from the Newburgh Committee of Safety and the Committee for
Detecting and Defeating Conspiracies. A suspected Loyalist, William Mitchell, was
confined in Fishkill by the Committee of Conspiracies during the fall, and then removed
to New Hampshire. Mitchell was personal friends with General George Clinton, who
pled for his release in February 1777, arguing that Mitchell was an “esteemed Friend to
the cause.”35 Mitchell was released in March after taking an oath of allegiance.36
Schoolteacher Joseph Penney was not as fortunate. A native of Yorkshire, he was
imprisoned by the Committee of Conspiracies in July 1776, released, and then
imprisoned again in December as a suspicious person.37
Another pattern evident in the early years of the war is that poor Anglicans tended
to flee to British lines earlier and also faced greater persecution. George Harding fled in
December 1775, and John Morrell fled in the fall of 1776. Additionally, William Harding
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fled early in the conflict. Each was a poor Anglican whose property was valued at less
than £3. The individuals who reached British lines earliest in the war later became the
most militant and aggressive in prosecuting the war effort. Poor Anglicans in Newburgh
who did not escape faced considerable persecution. William Mitchell was an Anglican
whose wealth was less than £2 and was considered so serious a threat that he was
removed to New Hampshire. Extant sources suggest that poor Anglicans were more loyal
to the crown, fled to British-controlled territory earlier, and were viewed instinctively as
a threat by Newburgh’s Revolutionaries. It seems likely that the Patriots recognized that
these men made up the base of the Loyalist population and were hence considered the
greatest threat to Newburgh’s security.38
1777: Climax of Social Violence
Social violence peaked in Newburgh in 1777. Its Patriots, as well as those of the
surrounding area, became increasingly vigilant in rooting out Loyalists. By this point,
Loyalists completely abandoned civil disobedience and instead reacted by fleeing en
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Figure 13: A drawing of the chevaux-de-frise placed in the Hudson River off the shore of New
Windsor. From Diamant, Chaining the Hudson, 131.

masse to British-occupied New York City. Community connections often facilitated and
encouraged their escape, as neighbors who had already reached British lines frequently
encouraged those Loyalists left behind to also flee. The rise of social violence occurred
because Newburgh was under severe military threat from British forces because the
Hudson Valley was pivotal to British military strategy. General John Burgoyne moved
south from Canada beginning in June, with the intention of capturing Albany, while
Newburgh also faced the threat of General William Howe moving his forces north from
New York City. The Hudson River was central to this plan. There was a pervasive belief
among the British high command that New England was the hotbed of rebellion, and that
by seizing the Hudson and Champlain Valleys, they could isolate New England from the
rest of the colonies, thereby weakening resistance and eventually subduing the
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rebellion.39 This was noted by Pierre Van Cortlandt, Vice President of the Provincial
Convention:
“If the enemy persevere in their plan of subjugating these States to the yoke
of Great Britain, they must, in proportion to their knowledge of the country,
be more and more convinced of the necessity of their becoming masters of
Hudson’s River, which will give them the entire command of the water
communication with the Indian nations, effectually prevent all intercourse
between the eastern and southern confederates, divide our strength and
enfeeble every effort for our common preservation and security.”40
Under threat, fortifications were built in the area. Fort Montgomery and Fort Clinton
were constructed adjacent to one another along the Hudson River in 1776 about fifteen
miles south of Newburgh.41 The forts were located at a narrow point on the Hudson and
had an iron chain that hung across the river, designed to prevent British ships from
passing the fortifications. In February 1777, Loyalist prisoners from the region were
brought under guard to New Windsor and compelled to build fortifications along the
river, which included the construction and placement of chevaux-de-frise (iron tipped
logs) in the river designed to pierce the bottom of British vessels passing by. The area
was on high alert in 1777.42
The increased social violence and persecution began early in the year. In February,
Samuel Devine was court martialed for “Disobaying [sic] of orders and abusing his
Superior officers…[and] adeing [sic] and assisting the King.” Devine had continued to
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disobey summons from the militia, and also physically attacked his company’s captain,
telling him he would be hanged soon as the “Regulars whould [sic] Be soon at
Newburgh.” Devine was sentenced to death for “mutiny, sedition, and using Violance
[sic] against His superiour officers.” However, Devine was later pardoned and escaped
death.43 Isaiah Purdy, who had been briefly confined in 1775, was once again
apprehended, by the Committee for Detecting and Defeating Conspiracies, and
imprisoned in Fishkill.44
The vigilance of Newburgh’s Patriots continued in the cases of Elnathan Foster
and Benjamin Darby. In April, both Foster and Darby were caught fleeing to New York
City, and were imprisoned in the Kingston jail. Foster claimed he was going to Long
Island, “the place of his nativity” and that “he is not & never was an enemy to his
country.” Foster petitioned the Provincial Convention several times. The first three
petitions he signed with several other imprisoned Loyalists from Newburgh. In the first
instance, Foster requested that he be allowed to return to his family as they had been
deprived of sustenance. In the second petition, he requested a speedy trial, rather than
being left in prison uncertain of his fate, agreeing to being “Left to your marcy [sic]” if
found guilty. In the third, he begged for forgiveness, apologized for his actions, and
requested leave in order to care for his family. Foster then wrote a personal petition to
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the Convention stating “I am in a weary Pore [sic] State of health at this present and I
have word that my wife lays at the Pint [sic] of Deth [sic].”45
The Convention released Foster but he was apprehended again on May 29 by the
Newburgh Committee of Safety, highlight the growing concern in Newburgh of an
internal Loyalist threat and also illustrating the Newburgh Committee’s vigilance.
Committee chairman, Abel Belknap, sent Foster back to jail in Kingston, writing that
Foster was “notoriously disaffected to the liberties of America [and] is thought by this
committee to be a dangerous person…for sundry offenses.” When Foster arrived under
guard in Kingston, where the Provincial Convention now met, the Convention was
perturbed at the Newburgh Committee, and ordered that Foster not be confined as they
had just released him. Instead, the Convention ordered that Belknap and Colonel
Jonathan Hasbrouck appear before the council to “answer for their conduct,” as the
Committee’s apprehension of Foster went “against an express Resolution of the Council
of Safety & unaccompanied by any reasons which might excuse that proceeding” and
was “derogatory to their authority.” While a letter from Abel Belknap to the Convention
explaining the Committee’s action eased the tension, this instance highlights the
increasing persecution of Loyalists, which, as in the case with Cadwallader Colden Jr.,
caused the Committee to exceed its authority.46
A similar case occurred with Benjamin Darby. A shoemaker, Darby was caught
fleeing south with Foster in April. Although he petitioned the Convention several times
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for release, he was confined in the Kingston jail until July, 18 when the Convention
agreed to let him go home on parole for six days to get his shoemaker tools and then
return to Kingston. However, after returning home, Darby was apprehended by Martin
Wygant and was brought before Newburgh’s Committee. While the Committee told him
that he was to be brought back to Kingston, they instead seized his parole pass and sent
him under guard to Fort Montgomery where he was confined. Once again, Newburgh’s
Committee had violated the order of the Convention. The Convention declared that “the
committee of Newburgh [acted] in contempt of the said order of this Council” and
ordered that Darby be set at liberty, and be allowed to continue the duration of his parole
until returning to Kingston. Newburgh’s immediate confinement of Darby and Foster
upon returning to Newburgh, in violation of the Provincial Convention’s orders, shows
they greatly feared any dissension in the community. The large Loyalist population was
a significant threat while British forces threatened the area, and the Patriots of Newburgh
sought to eliminate the liability.47
As the Loyalists in Newburgh came under increasing persecution, many reacted
similarly to Foster and Darby, by fleeing to New York City. While a few Loyalists had
fled to Royal Governor William Tryon’s fleet in early 1776, the number of fleeing
Loyalists was only a trickle prior to the British occupation of New York City, as there
was no British-controlled territory nearby. With the British occupation of New York in
September 1776, Loyalists in Newburgh were only sixty miles from the base of British

47

Journal of the Provincial Congress, Volume I, 1007-1008; Calendar of Historical Manuscripts
Relating to the War of the Revolution. Volume II, 78; In some cases, Darby is spelled “Derby.”
89

operations in North America. Some Loyalists in Newburgh fled immediately after the
capture, such as carpenter John Morrell, but the vast majority of Loyalist runways
occurred in 1777.48 An early instance was in March, when eleven of the Loyalists forced
to work on river fortifications in New Windsor escaped.49
The largest Loyalist escape was in early April when approximately eighteen
Loyalists, most of whom were from Newburgh, tried to escape together to New York
City. They fled in the middle of the night, and when it was discovered they were gone,
Newburgh Committeeman, Thomas Palmer, apprehended the apprentice and father of
one of the men gone off to acquire more information. Palmer learned that the men had
fled with “an intention to go to the regulars.”50 John Flewelling and Robert Denton led
the group southwards and had procured a guide to lead the group to New York City by
land. Flewelling believed that if could convince the British to move into the area they
would find “one hundred or one hundred & fifty men [willing] to join the King’s Troops
from New burgh [sic].” When the Loyalists were near the New Jersey border, they were
overtaken and arrested by a body of Patriots and were initially confined in the Goshen
jail, although many seem to have been later sent to Kingston. The Loyalists were
interrogated, and most initially denied that they were seeking refuge in New York City,
instead pleading that they were going to visit family members or that they were in the
area for business. However, after further questioning, a few acknowledged that they were
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trying to get to British lines, and that they had been encouraged by other Loyalists who
already settled in New York City. Robert Denton said that fellow Newburgh Loyalist
James Leonard told him to come to New York City, and if he did not “come in by the
first of May he would suffer as they would put all to the sword who did not come in.”
Denton also said that the Stephen and Jonathan Pine, who were both within British lines,
suggested he could get a commission as an Ensign or a Lieutenant. Likewise, Solomon
Combs acknowledged that he fled on the advice of the Pine brothers. While the Loyalists
failed to reach British lines, this mass escape attempt demonstrates that Newburgh’s
considerable Loyalist population saw New York City as a location where they could
assist the war effort and escape Newburgh’s escalating social violence and persecution.51
Loyalists who had been in New York City and then returned to Newburgh faced
severe punishment when caught. One example is the experience of Silas Gardner.
Gardner had traveled to New York several times, but the third time he was caught and
brought to the Commission for Detecting and Defeating Conspiracies. The Commission
only requested an oath of allegiance from Gardner before releasing him, which he took
and then was given a certificate as evidence.52 Twelve hours after returning to Newburgh,
he was again apprehended by several of Newburgh’s Patriots who felt that the
Commission had wrongly freed him and that they had not taken a hard enough stance.
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Robert Boyd wrote to George Clinton saying “I cannot conceive how those Gentlemen
[The Commissioners] could take it upon them to administer the oath to persons in
Gardner’s situation.” Clinton agreed with Boyd, writing that Gardner had apparently
deceived the commissioners, and that giving Gardner the certificate was “out of the line
of the Commissioners’ Duty.”53
Gardner was brought to Fort Montgomery, where he was examined again, and
this time he revealed compromising information. Gardner said he had been in contact
with George Harding, a fellow parishioner from St. George’s, who had fled to New York
City in December 1775. Harding told Gardner that he was supporting “the wrong cause”
and that if he wanted “to live in Peace” he should go to Long Island. Gardner went to
New York City and Long Island, and found what Harding told him was “altogether
False.” While in New York, Gardner met prominent Loyalist Sir John Johnson of the
Mohawk Valley. Gardner claimed that Johnson offered him thirty dollars and a gold ring
to go back to the Hudson Valley and bring his wife, Lady Mary Johnson, to New York
City. Gardner agreed to do so, and returned to Newburgh but changed his mind about the
agreement shortly thereafter, and then went back to New York and returned the ring to
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Figure 14: Silas Gardner's house in Newburgh, built c. 1783. It is located on NY Route 300, just north of the
intersection with NY Route 52. Photo taken by Daniel Case.

Johnson. He was inoculated for smallpox on Long Island, spent nine weeks recovering,
and then once more came back to Newburgh. Nine days later Gardner again set out for
New York City, on the advice of his wife who believed he was in danger in Newburgh.
Gardner intended to work for his neighbor who he thought had already reached British
lines, Benjamin Smith, but this time Gardner was caught near Paramus, New Jersey, and
confined.54
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With the information concerning Johnson, on May 3, Gardner was court martialed
and charged with “levying war against the United States of America, holding
correspondence with, and assisting the enemies of the said States” and was sentenced to
be hanged.55 Gardner was transferred to the Kingston jail, and petitioned the Provincial
Convention on May 9. He argued that the accusations made against him were false, and
insisted that his confinement and sentence were wrong as he had already taken an oath
of allegiance and been cleared by the Commission for Detecting and Defeating
Conspiracies.56 On May 12, the Provincial Convention agreed to pardon him from death,
but he remained imprisoned.57 Four days later Gardner petitioned for release again,
saying he had been misled by George Harding, and that he was sorry for his actions. He
also pleaded that he had a large family that suffered without him. Despite his requests,
Gardner remained confined demonstrating the severity with which Patriots handled those
individuals who went to and returned from New York City.58
An evident pattern in 1777 was the increasing diversity of the Loyalist escapees.
Whereas most Loyalists who faced persecution and fled in 1775 or 1776 were poor
Anglicans, by 1777 the runaways had become more diverse. The middling and poor
Anglicans of Newburgh, such as Abel Flewelling, Silas Gardner, and Benjamin Darby,
still comprised the plurality of the Loyalists facing persecution or running away but
wealthier Anglicans and Presbyterians were also threatened and fled. Gilbert Purdy, one
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of the wealthier Anglicans, fled to New York City in 1777, and Presbyterians Elnathan
Foster and Benjamin Smith likewise left Newburgh. Whereas earlier in the war
persecution was targeted at poor Anglicans, it diversified by 1777 as social violence
escalated.
Two instances also allow an examination of the treatment of Loyalist women in
Newburgh. In While the Women Only Wept, Janice Potter-MacKinnon used the phrase
“familial guilt” in arguing that if the male head of house joined the British, “his family
shared in his guilt.”59 However, this was not usually the case in Newburgh, as the Patriots
generally viewed Loyalist women sympathetically. In April 1777, Elizabeth Wiggins,
wife of Loyalist Stephen Wiggins, petitioned the New York Provincial Convention,
requesting that her sons be allowed to keep all or some her husband’s property, which
was to be confiscated. Without property, she would face “more than common Hardships”
as she was “a Poor woman with a large Family of small children.” She argued that her
husband had run off “Intirely [sic] against her will and advise [sic]” and that her two sons
that were of age “Disapproved” of their father’s actions, and also had served in the
militia. She received support from Newburgh’s Patriots in her petition, who vouched for
her sons’ service and said that “[Wiggins] appeared very much hurt” about her husband’s
defection to the British.60 Despite the support of the Patriots in Newburgh, her request
was denied by the Provincial Convention.61
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A second incident further suggests that the Patriot of Newburgh were generally
sympathetic to Loyalist women. Benjamin Darby’s wife, Lois had been left behind in
Newburgh after Darby reached British lines. According to James Donnelly, she was left
“destitute” without any sustenance. Looking upon her sympathetically, Donnelly’s
parents housed her for a time. Benjamin, who worked as a tanner in addition to a
shoemaker, had left leather behind, and Donnelly’s father sold the leather and gave Lois
the proceeds. Lois later joined her husband in New York City. What these two instances
demonstrate is that within the small knit community, despite great social violence and
persecution of Loyalist men, “familial guilt” was limited, and women and families
without their husbands were viewed sympathetically.62
Most of Newburgh’s Loyalists who were imprisoned were generally incarcerated
in the Kingston jail, which was located in the basement of the Ulster County Courthouse,
where the Provincial Convention met. However, by 1777, the jail was overcrowded, and
as a result several ships were anchored off the shore of Kingston and used as a prison.63
Newburgh’s Loyalists were in both locations. The Loyalists regularly petitioned,
complaining about prison conditions, asking to be released, and saying they needed to be
set free to support their families. A petition from nine of Newburgh’s Loyalists in the
Kingston jail requested they be released as the conditions in the jail were “woeful” and
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that their families were in “distress” without their presence. A few days later, Solomon
Combs, Robert Denton, and John Cosman offered to serve three years in the Continental
Army in exchange for their release. When prisoners in Kingston learned in late August
that their rations were to be cut, they submitted a written petition signed by Silas Gardner
and Samuel Devine, stating that they faced “famine” and “pestilence” in the prison. This
was exacerbated, no doubt, by the “close confinement” in which they were forced to live.
Many were “destitute of money” and as they were responsible for paying for their own
upkeep they believed that they would soon “perish.”64 John Flewelling, who was among
those prisoners able to escape, later wrote that on board the prison ship he was allowed
only provisions brought to him from home. Fortunately for Flewelling, he reached
British lines. 65
As the British threat from Canada and from New York City became increasingly
serious and more Loyalists were incarcerated, or fled to British lines, heightened paranoia
developed in Newburgh. On March 11, Committee Chairman Thomas Palmer, wrote the
Provincial Convention, noting that Newburgh was infested with a “nest of tories” and
noted that while many of the men had been confined or fled to the British, they left
families behind who “speak the language of their absconded husbands or parents.”
Palmer urgently told the Convention that the family farms along the river were stocked
with wheat and grain, and that the families refused to sell “it at any rate.” He believed
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that the Loyalists intended to reserve their produce for British troops and urged that some
measure be allowed for removing the stores, even if it meant “removing the families of
these deserted tories within the enemy’s lines and seizing their effects for the use of the
State.” If not, Palmer suggested moving the stores away from the river “as the season
now approaches in which there is some reason to fear the enemy may attempt our shore.”
In response, the convention ordered that the assistant commissary “order his deputies to
purchase all the wheat and flour in any public or private store in Newburgh…which may
be within one mile of Hudson’s river,” and that the owners be compensated. If the owner
refused to sell the stores, the stores would be removed forcibly at the expense of the
owner.66
As fear of Loyalist dissension in the Hudson Valley grew, the New York Provincial
Convention requested that local committees be more aggressive in rooting out Loyalists,
saying that committees “use their utmost endeavours to apprehend, secure, and…dispose,
of all such persons as they shall conceive inimical or Dangerous of this state.”67 Such an
example of this expanded vigilance took place in the case of two Newburgh residents,
Peter Aldridge and Daniel Reynolds, who were tried at Fort Montgomery for
“Harbouring the Enemies of the United States.”68 Accused of assisting twenty Loyalists
to escape, both pled not guilty to the charge and were acquitted due to lack of evidence.69
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The Newburgh militia, which was called out on alarm twenty-seven times in 1776,
appears to have been called much more frequently in 1777.70 Even within Newburgh, the
increased vigilance led to accusations between staunch Patriots. Committeeman Thomas
Palmer was accused anonymously of being a Loyalist, as he supposedly kept Loyalist
company and discouraged community members from partaking in the war effort. Palmer
called all the accusations against him “infernal falsehoods” and referred to the
anonymous accusers “liars” as well as “enemies to God and man.”71
In addition to requesting increased vigilance against suspected dissidents, the New
York Provincial Convention began to take legal action against Loyalists. On March 6,
1777 the Convention ordered the seizure and public sale of all the personal property of
those who had joined their “cruel and inveterate foes” as their possessions would be
“useful to the well affected inhabitants.” Additionally, the Convention ordered that
families of the escaped Loyalists be allowed to keep their apparel, “necessary household
furniture” and provisions for three months.72 On April 29, Newburgh’s Patriots wrote to
the Convention, saying that as they had about fifty Loyalists from their community either
in jail or with the British, their families would “become a charge” to the precinct after
their provisions expired. Newburgh suggested that the Convention pass a resolve
ordering the families either to British lines, or that they were maintained by the state
rather than the precinct. If neither of these measures were passed, Newburgh suggested
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the most prudent action was to leave them with property such as “sheep, Cows, Teams,
Farmer’s Utencials [sic]” necessary for their basic sustenance.73 In reply to Newburgh’s
query, the Convention decided that the “poor families” should not be maintained by the
precinct, and consequently they created a committee do determine how the state could
support the families.74
The British threat to Newburgh and the Hudson Valley climaxed in October 1777,
as forces under General Henry Clinton campaigned in the Mid-Hudson Valley. Early in
October, Burgoyne’s army was about twenty-five miles north of Albany when General
Henry Clinton in New York City launched a diversionary attack on Forts Montgomery
and Clinton. The attack was an attempt to relieve pressure on Burgoyne, who was in a
precarious strategic position.75 James Donnelly observed that “Almost all the male
portion of the population was off to the defence [sic] of the forts.” The defense of the
forts, however, was futile as the British overwhelmed the outnumbered American
garrison and also removed the chain hanging across the Hudson River.76 Over the
following days, British ships sailed up the river and passed the ineffective chevaux-defrise at New Windsor. Donnelly noted that the inhabitants tucked away their valuables in
anticipation of a British raid, and also hid from British shells, as their ships fired shots at
Newburgh.77 Other than the artillery fire, Newburgh was unmolested, and instead the
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British continued up the river and burned Kingston, the effective capital of New York
and meeting place of the Provincial Convention. The British also burned the prison fleet,
although the prisoners had been evacuated to Connecticut days earlier.78 The British went
only slightly further north, raiding the estate of the Livingstons, a wealthy Patriot family.
As the British moved around the area, the militia was strategically positioned throughout
the region to react to any British attack. When sailing back down the river on October
17, the British again briefly fired on shore in the Newburgh-New Windsor area, but
“without Doing any Damage Except…wounding one of ours [American soldier] on
Board of a Ferry boat.” After that the British returned to New York City.79
Despite the British presence, and the chaos that engulfed the region in October
1777, there is no record of Loyalist activity in Newburgh. If the Loyalists wanted to
escape to New York City, this provided the best opportunity. The escalation of Loyalist
activity in the spring and summer of 1777, as the Hudson Valley faced British military
pressure from north and south, and its sudden decline by October indicates that
Newburgh’s Patriots were highly effective in marginalizing the Loyalist community.
Their persecution prevented any Loyalist activity that could have been a hindrance to
military defense during the British offensive. By this point the Loyalists had been
imprisoned, terrorized into submission, or had reached British lines.
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With the dissipation of the Loyalist community by the end of 1777, it begs the
question, why did Newburgh’s Loyalists fail to even slightly deter the Revolutionary
movement during the war if they comprised up to 25 per cent of the community? The
answer seems to be largely because of Newburgh’s location. Areas in Southern Orange
County and Westchester County saw military resistance by Loyalists. In Orange County,
Claudius Smith’s Gang of Loyalists used guerilla tactics, ambushing Patriots, and
stealing supplies. In Westchester County, DeLancey’s Cowboys was a Loyalist unit that
employed similar measures. Unlike Southern Orange County and Westchester County,
Newburgh was both isolated from British lines and from any other Loyalist stronghold.
Whereas locations in Southern Orange and Westchester were near communities which
had many Loyalists, Newburgh was not. Without being in the immediate vicinity of a
British controlled area, or other communities with many Loyalists, Newburgh’s Loyalists
were unable to coordinate resistance and effectively deter the revolutionary movement.80

1778-1783: De-escalation and the War’s End
The years 1775 through 1777 were marked by increasing social violence in
Newburgh that consumed the community, but following the Battle of Forts Montgomery
and Clinton in 1777, there was a general de-escalation of violence and Loyalist activity.
As previously noted, by this point, most individuals who opposed the Patriot movement
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had either been frightened into compliance, imprisoned, or were behind British lines.
Men loyal to the king no longer posed as significant a threat to the community, nor did
they run away in large numbers to New York City. Instead, these years were marked by
a general decline of persecution, as the Loyalist community had been effectively
marginalized. Loyalist activity in Newburgh was mostly limited to exile for those
refusing to take an oath of allegiance to New York, the removal of a few families and
several court cases concerning Loyalist activity.
On June 30, 1778, the New York State legislature passed a law requiring an oath of
allegiance to New York State to be given to “all such persons of neutral and equivocal
characters in this State… [who] have influence sufficient to do mischief.” The prescribed
oath included declaring that one acknowledged that New York was “of right a free and
independent state.” Those who refused to take the oath were to be removed to British
lines.81 The law tried to eliminate neutrality, requiring conflicted individuals to choose a
side. The British army remained in New York City, and Loyalists and Iroquois raiding
parties attacked locations on the frontier, such as Cobleskill and Cherry Valley, meaning
that neutrals were still a potential threat. In Newburgh, the law served to drive out a few
of the last Loyalists, ones who tried to maintain some level of neutrality, but when pushed
chose loyalty over their community. Two such Loyalists were Samuel Fowler and George
Merritt. Both refused to take the oath of allegiance, and removed to British lines in
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August 1778.82 Likewise, on September 4, Daniel Denton refused the oath and was
exiled.83 Cadwallader Colden Jr., who had been in and out of confinement for much of
the previous two years was also exiled in August, and went to New York City.84
The relative wealth of Fowler and Colden played a role in how they reacted to the
war. Fowler was the wealthiest Loyalist in Newburgh, while Colden was of the colonial
gentry and extremely wealthy. Possessing a great deal of wealth, neither wanted to risk
losing their prosperity by immediately declaring for the British cause, instead, they tried
to remain neutral despite their Loyalist sympathies. Eugene Fingerhut, a biographer of
Colden, described him as “Emotionally…neutral…[but] intellectually…a Loyalist.”
Colden, realizing that he could lose everything, signed over his estate to his more
revolutionary-inclined son as a precaution. Fowler’s ideology and beliefs were probably
the same, as he refused to sign the Association early in the war but took no Loyalist
action afterwards. Additionally, Loyalists like Fowler, Colden, and Merritt, who waited
longer to declare their loyalty, tended to be less aggressive in supporting Britain. It was
only after being compelled to declare their loyalty through an oath of allegiance that both
Fowler and Colden publically acknowledged their political sympathies and were exiled.85
In addition to tension between remaining Loyalists and Patriots, Newburgh faced
significant economic and social stress during this time period. The British occupation of
New York cut off the Newburgh’s and the Hudson Valley’s market for produce, and
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increased trade with New England failed to adequately replace it. 86 Local wartime
regulations constrained the economy, as Ulster County ordered in 1778 that no flour,
meal, or grain was permitted to be exported outside the county.87 Additionally Newburgh
faced a severe salt shortage throughout the war, as well as a bread shortage in the winter
of 1779-1780. A particularly cold winter, James Donnelly noted that his family was
“fourteen days without bread” as the severity of the winter prevented the consistent
operation of local mills, and even when not frozen flour was first given to local troops.88
There was also a shortage of tea, which led to a riot in New Windsor. In 1777, two Albany
merchants purchased tea in Philadelphia and had it shipped overland. As it passed
through New Windsor, a mob of both men and women seized it, claiming it was being
sold for more than the six-shilling limit applied by the local committee.89 Additionally,
there was a minor smallpox outbreak in Newburgh in January 1778, which affected Isaac
Belknap’s family and several others. After families in Newburgh began inoculating
themselves, General James Clinton ordered that they halt, for fear of spreading the
disease, and although the community promised to stop they apparently did not.90
There was other direct social strain on the community from the war, including an
increased poor tax and the arrival of refugees from New York City and Long Island. The
poor tax, which had been as a low as £24.18 in 1767, was £800 in 1778. It rose because
the town ordered “that donations be collected…to be applied to such poor whose
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husbands or parents were either killed or taken prisoner at Fort Montgomery.” 91 The
considerable loss of men during the battle adversely affected the community.
Additionally, the arrival of refugees from British-occupied New York and Long Island
exacerbated community stress. A county census in 1782 reported that there were 1,487
inhabitants in Newburgh, and an additional 154 refugees, the third most of any
community in Ulster County.92 Undoubtedly, the arrival of poor and homeless refugees
would have strained already scare wartime resources, which manifested itself in a conflict
between the refugees and Thomas Palmer. In 1780, the refugees were told that Palmer
“spoke disrespectfully of them, on account of their being refugees,” and in reaction,
Palmer noted “they have become so irritated that they have threatened to injure my
person.” Palmer denied the charge, arguing that “the reports are false and groundless”
and that he had only “considered them…as fellow citizens and fellow sufferers.”
Wartime resource shortage, the lack of New York City as a market, and the arrival of
refugees strained economic and social tensions in Newburgh during the war.93
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Figure 15: The headstone of Samuel Fowler in the Old Town Cemetery in Newburgh. The inscription reads
“In Memory of Samuel Fowler who departed this life October 13 th, 1789 Aged 69 years and 1 day.” Photo
taken by Trish.

While movement between Newburgh and New York City largely ceased during this
time, there was at least one case of a Loyalist fleeing and another of families joining their
husbands behind British lines. One “late” Loyalist, Stephen Wood, deserted from the
militia in April 1779 and fled to New York City.94 Additionally, in November 1779, both
the Americans and the British agreed to let several Loyalist “families and [their] effects”
leave Newburgh and join their husbands in New York City. This included the wives and
children of Benjamin Darby, Stephen Wiggins, John Morrell, George Harding, John
Flewelling, as well as John Flewelling’s sister in law Jane, whose husband Morris had
died. Several other Loyalist families from nearby towns joined the group and each family
was given a pass permitting them to cross into British controlled territory. A sloop
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commanded by Thomas Colden and navigated by Benjamin Darby sailed up to New
Windsor and brought the families to New York City.95
As with Newburgh’s Loyalist families, Reverend John Sayre, the last Anglican
minister in Newburgh before the war, went to New York City as a refugee. Sayre, who
resided in Fairfield Connecticut, was viewed as a threat by Fairfield’s Patriots, and noted
his parishioners faced persecution “merely on account of their attachment to their Church
and King.” Sayre’s loyalty to the King resulted in his being ostracized from the
community, banished for seven months, and then at other times not being allowed to
leave his home or the town. He was forced to modify his church service as he was not
permitted to pray for the King. On July 7, 1779, Royal Governor of New York William
Tryon led troops in a raid on Fairfield. Tryon ordered the town burned, but requested that
Sayre’s house be spared. However, the “ungovernable Flames” got out of control and
burned Sayre’s house, in which he lost most of his possessions, including a library of 600
volumes worth £300. Without his home, Sayre chose to take his family and depart for
New York City with Tryon.96
In Newburgh, between 1778 and 1783, there was low level persecution of Loyalists.
Silas Gardner, who was imprisoned in Hartford, Connecticut, appealed to now Governor
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George Clinton in February 1778, requesting permission to “come home and see his
Family.” Thomas Palmer wrote to Clinton about Gardner’s plea, noting that Gardner was
“very full of Contrition” but “that, every Villain will feign to be until they have gained
their liberty.” However, Palmer conceded that it would be best to let him return under
proper security because it would assist the precinct finances as “almost the whole of his
[Gardner’s] Personal Property was sold by the Commissioners of Sequestration” and his
“large” family would “become Objects of Charity” without his presence.97 Gardner was
apparently home by 1780, because he was ordered to appear before the Ulster County
General Sessions of the Peace in May 1781 to answer to charges levied by Thomas
Palmer and Samuel Clark. As both Palmer and Clark were leading Patriots who helped
root out dissension in the community, it seems likely the charges were related to his
loyalism. Gardner did not appear the day of the hearing.98
Samuel Devine also faced continued trouble from Patriots. He and his wife were
indicted for a felony on December 9, 1778, on unknown charges. 99 Devine was charged
again on June 25, 1779 with receiving stolen goods, although he was found not guilty.100
It seems likely he had been accused of acquiring the goods stolen items from Loyalist
James Flewelling as two other men, Daniel Reynolds and James Totten, were charged
with receiving goods from Flewelling. Totten was charged with harboring Flewelling,
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who was considered a felon, indicating that Flewelling visited the area surreptitiously,
stayed with Totten, and traded with others in town.101 Totten was arraigned, found guilty
and sentenced to one year in prison and charged a £100 fine. Reynolds was also found
guilty, and was sentenced to six months in prison. While Newburgh’s Patriots continued
to act against Loyalists from 1778 to 1783, they had already effectively marginalized the
community, and there was significantly less Loyalist activity than there had been during
the first three years of the war.102
With the capture of General Lord Cornwallis’ army at Yorktown, Virginia in 1781,
celebration broke out across the town and the region. In Fishkill, “French and American
colours were displayed-cannon fired; and in the evening, illuminations, bonfires, rockets,
and squibs.” In Newburgh, “the occasion was observed in the same joyous manner; and
to enliven the entertainment, they hanged and burnt the traitor ARNOLD, in effigy.”103
Not long after Yorktown, the United States and Great Britain entered into negotiations,
which ended with the Treaty of Paris in 1783, recognizing American independence. The
last recorded act of violence against a Loyalist in Newburgh was in September 1783. As
the British moved to evacuate New York City, which they did in November, some
Loyalists tried to return to their former homes in the Hudson Valley. One such Loyalist
was Joshua Booth, who went to visit his mother in Wallkill. He was apprehended by forty
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men on horseback, who tarred and feathered him, shaved his eyebrows with a pen knife,
and put paper on his head saying “Look yo [sic] Tory Crew, and see what George your
King can do.” They paraded him on horseback through the streets of Newburgh before
sending him back on a sloop to New York City that night.104
Military Service
The men who reached British lines provided military service to the British in variety
of ways. Abel Flewelling and John Wiggins worked in the Engineers Department and the
Barrack Master Generals departments respectively.105 John Morrell utilized his craft and
was a carpenter for the Engineers Department, while Stephen Pine worked in the wagon
service.106 John Sayre served as chaplain of a Loyalist regiment, the British Legion, at
the end of the war.107
The most common use of Newburgh’s Loyalists by the British, however, were as
guides, recruiters, and shipmen. Each of these uses was specifically geared to the
Loyalists. They were effective guides due to their familiarity with the surrounding area
and suitable recruiters because they knew people in the countryside. Additionally, they
were efficient shipmen, as many of Newburgh’s Loyalists had experience sailing on the
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Hudson River. Abel Flewelling served as a pilot aboard a British ship when Fort
Montgomery was taken in 1777, and later served as a master of a yacht where he waited
on a British captain.108 Likewise, William Harding, who was the owner of a sloop on the
Hudson River, was employed “as a pilot on board of some of his Majesty’s Ships” where
his experience was useful. Additionally, Harding was sent on an expedition into the
“Enemys [sic] Country” where he was captured and imprisoned. He claimed that he
would have “undoubtedly been executed” had he not escaped from prison.109 Stephen
Pine served as a guide for the army, while John Morrell recruited men for Colonel
Fanning’s Regiment.110 Moses Knapp was encouraged by Governor Tryon to travel into
the country in disguise and recruit soldiers for “his Majesties Service” which he called
“a perillous [sic] Business.” On his first recruiting trip, Knapp went eighty miles into
Patriot territory, and traveled for a month, returning to New York with eighteen recruits.
He returned to the country several more times throughout the war, eventually recruiting
a total of seventy-nine men.111
Of all of Newburgh’s Loyalists, George Harding was most utilized for his local
knowledge. Following the Battle of White Plains in October 1776, Harding was
appointed an army guide. That fall, Harding served as a guide during the British
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campaign in New Jersey, and later scouted Continental Army positions in the Hudson
Valley. Another time, he returned to the countryside and recruited thirty men for the
Loyalist regiment the Guides and Pioneers, a regiment in which Harding was
commissioned as a Lieutenant. He probably recruited several Loyalists in Newburgh
because both Gilbert and David Purdy joined the unit. Harding also served as a personal
guide to General Henry Clinton, twice going “through the country” to Fort Niagara to
deliver intelligence. He also went overland to Quebec during the war, delivering
information from Clinton to General Frederick Haldimand. These trips, as they were
conducted overland, would have required extensive knowledge of the land between New
York City and Canada. Harding’s familiarity with the Hudson Valley would have been
indispensable during these missions, which involved going hundreds of miles through
Patriot-controlled territory. After the war, his service was considered so invaluable that
both Clinton and Haldimand vouched for Harding in his compensation claim. British
troops, unfamiliar with the local geography, were dependent on Loyalists, such as those
from Newburgh, for many local activities.112
Newburgh’s Loyalists also took part directly in military campaigns, and two died
during their service. Gilbert Purdy enlisted in the Guides and Pioneers in 1777, and joined
General William Howe on his Pennsylvania campaign, however, he died on passage to
Pennsylvania later that year.113 Another Loyalist, James Flewelling, joined Claudius
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Smith’s guerilla gang of Loyalists who attacked and terrorized Patriots in Orange County
and Northern New Jersey. Flewelling was eventually captured. While imprisoned in
February 1779, members of the gang murdered Patriot John Clark on the charge of killing
two Loyalists and wounding another. After the murder, the gang left behind a note
demanding that the Patriots “ease” James Flewelling of his “irons,” warning that they
would “hang six for one” if another one of their gang was killed. Undeterred, the Patriots
hanged Flewelling in Goshen on June 8, along with Claudius Smith’s son James, for
“robberies and murders.”114
Other Loyalists from Newburgh were captured by the Continental Army. Moses
Knapp traveled with the British to Halifax in May 1776 and joined the New York
Volunteers, serving as a Sergeant.115 He participated in the battles of Long Island and
White Plains, but in January 1777 was wounded and captured by militia in Westchester
County. He was brought before the Committee for Detecting and Defeating Conspiracies,
where he was ordered confined in the Ulster County jail.116 A few months later he took
an oath of allegiance in which he swore loyalty to the state, and seems to have been
released.117 Knapp, when later claiming compensation for his losses, insisted that he
escaped from confinement but it appears he was voluntarily released. After being let go,
he returned to his unit on Long Island, where he spent much of the next four years as a
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recruiter. He also garrisoned a fort and later fell sick with an ulcer on his leg. 118 For an
unknown reason he was demoted to Private, and was discharged on November 15,
1781.119
William and George Harding saw the most extensive military combat of any of
Newburgh’s Loyalists. Both were stationed at posts in Bergen County, New Jersey and
saw combat as Captains in Major Thomas Ward’s Loyalist corps. While erecting
fortifications in May 1781 near Fort Lee, George Harding led his unit in a small skirmish
against a militia party, in which he forced the militia to retreat. In September, William
Harding took his unit north from his post at Fort de Lancey on Bergen Neck and traveled
to Closter, New Jersey where he surprised a “Rebel Guard of six men.” He took them
prisoner and also captured “fifteen head of cattle,” each of which he brought back to Fort
de Lancey, while being pursued.120 George Harding was also involved with Claudius
Smith’s Loyalist gang, and early in the war went with them to “obtain intelligence of
Washington’s Position” in New Jersey. While doing so, “he surprised and captured
General Ward, the Rebel Muster Master General” along with one of his captains and all
of his papers, “which gave a full and particularly account of the condition of the
Continental Army and Washington’s Strength.”121 For these actions Harding received the
thanks “of the Commander in Chief.” Later in the war, in August 1781, Harding was
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again involved with several of Smith’s gang, including a son of Claudius Smith, in a plot
to kidnap New York Governor George Clinton and “convey him to New York,” for which
they would receive 100 guineas. While the plan was never attempted, George
Washington received intelligence of it, and warned Clinton to watch his “personal
Safety.”122
When examining the military service of Loyalists from Newburgh, it becomes
apparent that the most militant Loyalists were usually poor Anglicans. For example,
George and William Harding were each poor and Anglican and were the most militant
Loyalists from Newburgh. Other militant poor Anglicans included Abel Flewelling, John
Morrell, and John Wiggins as each served with British forces. These men had
experienced the most significant persecution in Newburgh earlier in the war, fled to
British lines earlier than most, and were all zealous supporters of the crown. While there
were some wealthier Anglicans who served as well, including Gilbert Purdy, the vast
majority of militant Loyalists were poor Anglicans. Even when the Loyalists had been
driven from Newburgh, their community still retained the primary characteristic of
consisting of poor Anglicans.
Refugees Behind British Lines
The Loyalists who reached New York City faced various difficulties, including
martial law, lack of British army discipline, shortage of housing and resources, and an
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unsanitary environment. After the British occupied New York City in September 1776,
they chose to maintain military rule, which Loyalists protested. However, the British high
command believed martial law was necessary as the city’s military situation was too
precarious.123 Inhabitants behind British lines did not always live peacefully with British
soldiers either, and there were occasional breakdowns in military discipline. British
forces scoured the area for supplies, which they sometimes impressed, angering
Loyalists. Additionally, the city swelled with thousands of refugees, who had either been
driven from their communities or returned with British forces on military expeditions.
This, in conjunction with the loss of much of the city to a fire in 1776, caused a housing
shortage and significantly increased the cost of living. As the city became increasingly
crowded, it became unsanitary and unhealthy. It was observed that the refugees threw
“dirt and filth out of their house and yards, into the streets and lanes,” and also near ponds
used for drinking water, which increased the risk of disease. These tensions within the
city gradually created a rift between the British and the Loyalists.124
At least twenty-six of Newburgh’s Loyalists reached British controlled territory and
settled in New York City and Long Island. Some, like John Wiggins, settled in New York
City itself. Wiggins reported that he “Bought an [sic] house on Church ground” where
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he lived for several years.125 Others decided to settle outside of New York City. After he
completed his service as a British army guide, Stephen Pine moved to Queens County on
Long Island.126 Likewise, after serving in the engineers department, John Morrel, who
was a “Native of Long Island,” moved with his family to a farm on Long Island. He
remained there until the war ended.127 Regardless of where they settled, the Loyalists
faced difficulties. George Harding had to specifically request provisions from British
headquarters in 1781 for himself and his family.128 The Loyalists were dependent on the
British military to provide for them. In 1783, John Morrell and Stephen Pine were given
allowances of £20 and £10 respectively, while George Harding and John Wiggins were
given £36 and £15. As a sign of his prominent position in New York City, John Sayre
was allowed £50 in 1783.129
Former Newburgh minister John Sayre emerged as a leader of the refugee
community in New York City after his arrival in 1779. In addition to being a welcome
face to those from Newburgh, he assisted the community in several ways. First, as a
trained doctor, he was a physician for his “poor fellow Refugees,” but noted that he
received little income as his sympathy towards them prevented him charging his
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Figure 16: An image of the Reverend John Sayre, from Guilbert, Annals of an Old Parish.

patients.130 He also supplemented his income by giving lectures, including one in 1782
on electricity.131 Second, he assisted refugees who were in need of assistance. When
refugees wrote to the British high command requesting relief, Sayre often served as a
witness. On January 7, 1782, Joseph Lyon of Connecticut petitioned Commander in
Chief Henry Clinton, noting that he had “great difficulties in supporting a Wife and One
child” and requested that the British consider “his necessitates and to grant him such
relief as to your Excellency’s wisdom.” Sayre vouched for Lyon, writing that he had long
known Lyon as his parishioner in Connecticut, and that he was “very helpful [to Sayre]…
in preserving his family and his neighbors in their allegiance to the King and attachment
to the Church.” Sayre argued that Lyon was “under necessity” of requesting relief, and
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that he should receive it.132 Sayre also supported another refugee, Sarah Wheeler, whose
husband had died during the conflict, leaving her and her children without subsistence.
Sayre noted that he was “well acquainted” with Wheeler’s husband, calling him a “very
honest, industrious man and uniformly loyal to the King.” Sayre wrote that she should
receive assistance otherwise she would not “be able to support herself and [her] three
small children.”133
Third, Sayre serviced Anglicans within British lines. He traveled to Huntington on
Long Island twice in 1781, where he preached and also baptized children. He planned to
return there a third time but fell sick. He later learned that the house he had lodged at in
Huntington had been “strictly searched…by a Party of armedmen [sic] from
Connecticut” who sought to capture Sayre. There were frequently raids back and forth
by Patriots and Loyalists across Long Island Sound. Sayre decided that it was “unsafe
for me to repeat my visits.”134 In 1782, Sayre worked to accommodate the refugees so
they could attend Anglican services in New York City. He noted that there were
numerous refugees who “could not procure pews in the Churches” so he requested and
was granted the right by Governor James Robertson to use a large room in the City Hall
to “accommodate the Refugees.” Sayre reported that the room was “tolerably seated” and
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the “Refugee Clergy attend it…[and] the audience is large and respectable.” By the end
of the war, John Sayre was a prominent leader of the Loyalist refugees. 135
The news of Yorktown in 1781 shocked many Loyalists, who had expected a
British victory and were astonished by the magnitude of the defeat. After Yorktown,
Parliamentary support for the war collapsed, and peace negotiations began, where it was
agreed that Great Britain would recognize American independence. Loyalists were
devastated, and John Sayre noted that “It is impossible for words to describe the universal
Consternation which was produced here [on arrival of the news].”136 As the Treaty of
Paris ending the war effectively offered no protection for Loyalists from Patriot
persecution, many ultimately decided to leave the newly-formed United States and
instead seek out new homes in other parts of the British Empire. Along with more than
30,000 others, many of Newburgh’s Loyalists chose to settle in Nova Scotia.137

In conclusion, the Loyalists faced widespread persecution from Newburgh’s
Revolutionaries during the first three years of the war. Patriots became increasingly
aggressive in dealing with Loyalist dissidents from 1775 to 1777, as the British military
threat to the region escalated. The British threat had a unique effect on Newburgh,
compared to the surrounding area, as Newburgh was the only community in its
immediate vicinity with a sizeable population that could pose a real danger in case of a
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British attack. Most early persecution was directed at poor Anglicans who were viewed
as a threat and made up the core of the Loyalist community. As the persecution escalated,
Loyalists began fleeing to British-occupied New York City. Many of the Loyalists who
went to New York City were utilized by the British army for their knowledge of the local
area, acting as army guides and recruiters in the countryside. Others participated directly
in military service. Generally, the more militant Loyalists tended to be poor Anglicans.
The Loyalists’ wartime experiences were shaped by Newburgh’s location, the Loyalist
community’s size, British military movement, their geographic knowledge of the Hudson
Valley, and the Loyalists’ wealth and religion.
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CHAPTER 4: EXILE TO CANADA
When the war ended in 1783, many Loyalists from Newburgh chose to go to exile
in Canada rather than return to their homes. Most who went to Canada settled in New
Brunswick, although some moved to what would become Upper Canada and Prince
Edward Island. Those who settled in Canada generally came from the core of the Loyalist
community; poor Anglicans. Reverend John Sayre, a Connecticut minister who had been
a strong leader for the Loyalists in New York City, now helped organize and develop the
settlement in New Brunswick. When the Loyalists arrived in Canada, they sought to
recreate aspects of their old society by settling near former neighbors and by also
participating in the Church of England. Several Loyalists, who had been poor in
Newburgh, bettered their social status and increased their wealth. The Loyalists who
settled in Canada were generally poor Anglicans, and recreated semblances of their old
society by settling near erstwhile neighbors, adhering to their Anglican faith, while
simultaneously bettering their societal status.
Preparing for Canada
As the war came to an end and Great Britain agreed to acknowledge American
independence, many Loyalist refugees in New York City questioned what they should
do. While many wanted to return home, it was regarded as unsafe. As Sir Guy Carleton
observed, “[they] deem it unsafe to remain here after the King’s troops remove from
hence.”1 John Sayre also noted that many “with good reason [are] afraid to abide in
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America.”2 Additionally, the Treaty of Paris provided effectively no protection because
it only required that Congress “earnestly recommend” to the states the restitution of “all
estates, rights, and properties, which have been confiscated belonging to real British
subjects.”3 Facing these conditions in the United States, many Loyalists chose exile in
other regions of the British Empire. The Loyalists settled all over the Atlantic world,
including Great Britain, Quebec, Jamaica and the Bahamas, but most moved to Nova
Scotia.4 It was relatively close to New York, known to be habitable, and was also sparsely
populated, meaning there were vast tracts of uninhabited land available for settlement.
The influx of Loyalist refugees to Nova Scotia eventually led to the partition of the
colony in August 1784, and the western section became the Loyalist majority colony of
New Brunswick. Most of the Loyalists from Newburgh who left the United States settled
in the new province.5
After news of peace and independence arrived, Loyalists began to make concrete
plans for settlement in Canada. Newburgh’s Loyalists were very involved in this process.
A private association, the Bay of Fundy Adventurers, was established in New York City
and designed to plan and organize the new settlement. Members of the association elected
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a board of fourteen agents in mid-1782, known of as the “New York Agency,” who would
lead the journey.6 Three of the fourteen agents were from Newburgh: John Sayre, George
Harding, and William Harding.7 Of these men, John Sayre participated the most in
planning and developing the settlement. The agents requested provisions, weapons,
clothing, medicine and other items they believed were necessary for the settlement’s
success, as well as 300 to 600 acres of surveyed land for each Loyalist family. Carleton
agreed to provide the supplies as long as they were available but he could not grant the
land, and instead brought this request to the attention of Nova Scotia’s Governor, John
Parr.8
Three of the agents, Amos Botsford, Frederick Hauser, and Samuel Cummings,
went to Nova Scotia in October 1782 and began looking for “Tracts of Land…[that] can
be found sufficient to accommodate the Loyalists and their Families.” They were
instructed to find land with good soil, timber, and with satisfactory “Bays, Creeks,
Harbors, Streams and Ponds of Water.”9 While John Sayre remained in New York, he
was actively involved in this process. He and Reverend Samuel Seabury wrote to the
three agents suggesting that settling “on S. Johns river [sic] will be preferable to any
other, on account of the soil, the lumber and the fur trade.” The St. John River was located
on the sparsely settled west side of the Bay of Fundy and had potential farmland along
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the river.10 After visiting the St. John River, the three representatives agreed with Sayre
and Seabury’s assessment, calling it “a fine river, equal in magnitude to the Hudson or
Connecticut” with “a fine harbor, accessible at all seasons.” With the settlement location
confirmed, Sayre took the representative’s letters describing the river and “published
large Extracts from them in the newspapers here [New York City], which have done
much good,” and also said that “Probably four hundred Families” would soon join the
agents in Canada.11 Sayre convinced many of those he preached to on Long Island to join
the new settlement. At the end of May 1783, with the first fleet of Loyalist refugees soon
heading to the St. John River, Sayre wrote to the three representatives in Canada that
“Considering the great number of Persons who will remove to the Province of Nova
Scotia, we think you had better take up some more Land than you have mentioned.”
Sayre believed the community would be inundated with refugees and there would not be
enough land. Sayre also suggested that a tract of land at the mouth of the St. John River
would be an ideal location for building the capital as it would “Command the Trade of
the Country lying on its banks.”12
In addition to organizing the Loyalist settlement, Sayre sought to acquire special
privileges and join the nascent New Brunswick elite. In July 1783, Sayre and fifty-five
other “Gentlemen clergy and Merchants” petitioned Carleton, each requesting 5,000
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acres of land as they were “Loyalists, of the most respectable character.” Additionally,
they asked that the land be free of quit-rents and that it be “surveyed and divided at the
Expence [sic] of the Government.”13 Carleton forwarded the request to Governor Parr,
and Sayre was selected by the fifty-five as one of the agents “to solicit your Excellency
[Governor Parr] for grants of Lands in that province, for their future residence.”14 Sayre,
and the other Loyalists who signed the petition, believed that the new society would need
a social elite and sought to acquire that status through land ownership. The petition was
resented by other Loyalists, who counter-petitioned Carleton, arguing that the fifty-five
were “more distinguished by the repeated favors of Government than by either the
greatness of their sufferings or importance of their Services.” Among the signatories of
was Sayre’s former parishioner, John Wiggins. This conflict foreshadowed class
antagonisms that would boil over after the arrival of the Loyalists.15
In addition to organizing the settlement, Sayre sought to strengthen the Anglican
Church in North America. After learning of forthcoming American Independence, Sayre
wrote that “the Country Congregations in most parts of North America, will be unable to
support Ministers” as Anglicans, particularly in the North, frequently remained loyal,
meaning that many had been driven from their homes, disrupting and diminishing the
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“apparently expiring Church.” Sayre also noted that he was offered the ministry of
Newtown, Connecticut but rejected the overture.16 Sayre likely felt that his status as a
prominent Loyalist endangered his and his family’s safety in the United States. Instead,
Sayre shared the common belief among clergy and the British government that
structuring the new society around the Anglican Church would create a bond with King,
thereby increasing conformity and decreasing the possibility of further colonial
dissension. In this vein, Sayre and other leading Anglican ministers, including Reverends
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Figure 17: A map of Loyalist New Brunswick, showing the towns of Fredericton, Maugerville and Saint
John. From Bell, Early Loyalist Saint John, 34.

Charles Inglis and Samuel Seabury, requested the creation of the Bishop of Nova Scotia
in a petition on March 21, 1783.17 They asked that Thomas Bradbury Chandler, who had
been minister in Elizabethtown New Jersey before the war, be appointed Bishop, as he
was “much respected through the Continent, & is well qualified.”18 The episcopate was
established in 1787 with Charles Inglis appointed Bishop of Nova Scotia as opposed to
Chandler, whose health was deteriorating. Sayre was one of many Anglican ministers in
North America responsible for strengthening the Church of England after the American
Revolution.19
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Settlement in Canada and a New Life
All of the Loyalists from Newburgh who left the United States settled in Canada. It
can be confirmed that twelve settled in Canada although the actual number is probably
substantially higher.20 Of these Loyalists, the vast majority settled in New Brunswick,
which became a separate colony from Nova Scotia in August 1784. As with all Loyalists,
those from Newburgh faced the problem of creating a new world and society. In reaction
to this significant change, Newburgh’s Loyalists structured their society so that it
maintained vestiges of their old world. They settled near one another, maintained
community connections from Newburgh, and also clung to their Anglican faith.
In New Brunswick, Newburgh’s Loyalists were mostly concentrated in two areas;
the first was in Kings County, about twenty miles north of St. John. John Flewelling, his
son Morris, and John Morrell lived there. John and Morris both lived in Long Reach,
while Morrell lived a few miles to the northeast, at Belleisle.21 Both Abel Flewelling and
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George Harding were also granted land in Kings County after arriving, however, Harding
left almost immediately while Flewelling probably moved a few years later. William
Harding also seems to have been there for a longer time. The second location of
Newburgh settlement was around fifty miles north of St. John along the St. John River,
in Maugerville and Gagetown. By 1785, Benjamin Darby had settled in the vicinity of
Gagetown, while John Sayre and George Harding settled about fifteen miles east, in
Maugerville. Sayre arrived in Maugerville very early, arriving before the end of 1783.
Abel Flewelling also settled in Maugerville a few years later. The close proximity of
Newburgh’s Loyalists in New Brunswick enabled them to maintain community
connections with erstwhile neighbors, thereby recreating part of their old society.22
The only Loyalists from Newburgh who left the United States and never lived in
New Brunswick were the Purdys, who settled in Quebec. Although Gilbert Purdy died in
1777 while in Loyalist forces, his family also remained loyal to the crown. His son David
spent one year in the Guides and Pioneers, and the family eventually went to New York
City as refugees. After the war, rather than going to the Maritimes with other Loyalists
from Newburgh, they went to Quebec, and wintered in a Loyalist refugee camp at Sorel,
some forty miles northeast of Montreal. The following year the family moved to
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Cataraqui in what would become Upper Canada in 1791, near Kingston and near the
shore of Lake Ontario.23
After their settlement, Newburgh’s Loyalists were far from stationary.
Some returned to the United States, while others moved to different provinces. Abel
Flewelling and George Harding, after initially settling in Kings County, removed north
to Maugerville in Sunbury County. Benjamin Darby settled in Grimross, Queens County
after his arrival, but moved to Prince Edward Island in 1786, where he was granted 500
acres of land in St. Eleanors along Bedeque Bay.24 John Welling, a Loyalist from New
Windsor, became Darby’s neighbor a few years later and was granted 300 acres.25 John
Sayre’s family was also mobile. Sayre fell sick and died in 1784, leaving his wife and
family without his support. His wife, Mary, was “driven by necessity with her three
youngest children to Pennsylvania” two years later as she had family there who could
support her. The family itself was split up, as some of Sayre’s children, including his
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twenty-five year old son James, remained in Maugerville.26 Gilbert Purdy’s family was
also divided, as he had left a wife and eight children behind after his death. The entire
family seems to have settled in Cataraqui after the conclusion of the war, but many
returned to Newburgh including Purdy’s widow who, as of 1786 lived on her husband’s
farm along with three of her children. She was allowed to live on the farm for at least a
few years following the war, but was informed that the land had been confiscated and the
title no longer belonged to her. The remaining five children lived in Cataraqui.27
In addition to settling near each other, Newburgh’s Loyalists maintained
community connections by aiding each other when applying for compensation.
Following the war, the British government set up a commission designed receive claims
for compensation from Loyalists, and then determine if and how much an individual
would receive given their wartime losses. In order to strengthen their claims, Loyalists
frequently relied on neighbors and friends who served as a witnesses. For example, in
the Purdy family claim in 1788, Samuel Fowler and George Merritt, both of whom
remained in Newburgh, signed a deposition which said that the Purdy family had
“suffered…both in lives and abuses” and that Mrs. Purdy had assisted Loyalists passing
through the area seeking refuge.28 When John Morrell filed for compensation
Cadwallader Colden Jr., John Sayre, and John Wiggins each vouched for him. Colden
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and Sayre signed a certificate which said Morrell had “the character of an honest and
Industrious Man” and also asserted that he took early opposition to the war. John Wiggins
contended that Morrell had been “much harassed on account of his loyalty” and was
“often made prisoner.”29 Stephen Pine relied on his son Alpheus as a witness, who said
he remained home after “his Father went within the Lines” and that he witnessed Patriots
confiscate “Farming utensils, Household Furniture” in addition to a horse and a mare. 30
When Abel Flewelling requested compensation, John Wiggins, George Leonard, and
William Harding all served as witnesses.31
Newburgh’s Loyalists also retained part of their lost world through the Anglican
Church. Of the twelve Loyalists who can be confirmed to have settled in Canada, eight
were Anglican, of which seven were among the middling or poor Anglicans whose real
and personal property was valued at less than £3 before the war. As Newburgh’s poor
Anglicans were the most militant Loyalists, they were more frequently went into exile.
Thus, even in Canada, Newburgh’s Loyalist community maintained its basic
characteristics of being poor and Anglican. Many of the Loyalists continued to structure
their lives around the Anglican Church. John Sayre founded the first Anglican parish in
Maugerville and serviced the congregation until his death in 1784.32 George Harding,
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who had been a regular subscriber to St. George’s in Newburgh, was selected as
vestryman of the Maugerville parish in 1784, and Abel Flewelling additionally served as
vestryman of the same parish years later.33 Harding was also interested in extending the
influence of the Anglican Church in other towns. He, along with John Sayre’s son James,
signed a petition to Governor Thomas Carleton in 1793 concerning the Anglican Church
in neighboring Sheffield. The petition requested a “grant of a vacant lot…as a glebe for
that Parish.”34 John Morrel and Benjamin Darby were also active Anglicans. Morrell was
a member of Trinity Church in Kingston, New Brunswick, while Benjamin Darby was
part of an Anglican congregation on Prince Edward Island. Despite being far from home,
the poor Anglicans from Newburgh, who made up the core of the Loyalist community,
maintained a strong attachment to the Church of England.35
After settling in Canada, Newburgh’s Loyalists partook in a variety of activities in
their new world. For example, John Sayre continued to minister to Anglicans, while
Gilbert Purdy Jr. owned a shop in Ernestown, Upper Canada. Many of the Loyalists, who
were of the middle and poorer sort in Newburgh, improved their social standing in
Canada. Their exile in a new community provided them an opportunity to improve their
social status and carve out a more influential role in a developing society. This improved
standing manifested itself in courtesy titles, slave ownership, and government positions.
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Reverend John Sayre continued to be an active Anglican and a community leader,
although many rank and file Loyalists in New Brunswick came to resent him. He founded
the parish of Maugerville in 1783 and served as its first minister. With no church
building, Sayre preached to his congregation at the Congregationalist Meetinghouse,
which had been established by early settlers.36 However, Sayre faced greater problems
than not having a church, as much of the Loyalist community turned against him and
other Loyalist elites. They were embittered by the slow surveying and granting of land
and resented the favoritism shown to Sayre and other members of the so called “fiftyfive” who had petitioned Carleton requesting special status. Sayre benefited from his
status and was one of only six grantees in St. John to have received his lot by the summer
of 1783, the other five also being of the Loyalist elite.37 Sayre was accused of betraying
rank and file Loyalists as “an agent for the Fifty-five” and one observer commented that
Sayre was justly treated with “contempt and neglect” after his arrival. Sayre was also
vehemently denounced in the newspaper for being part of the fifty-five. One poem
published in January 1784, castigated Sayre, declaring:
May he, the author of our woes,
Far fiercer than our rebel foes,
Have his due portion near a lake,
Which is ordain’d to such by fate;
May living worms his corps devour,
Him and his comrades fifty-four:
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A scandal to both church and state,
The rebel’s friend, the public’s hate.38

The vitriol directed at Sayre is remarkable in its savage content and highlights the class
antagonisms of the new society. Sayre, who had been a leader of the refugee community
in New York City, serving as a minister, physician and chaplain, was seen as having
betrayed his fellow Loyalists by joining the nascent social elite of New Brunswick.

Figure 18: Christ Church, the current Anglican Church in Maugerville. John Sayre founded the parish in
1783, where George Harding and later Abel Flewelling served as vestrymen. The current building was
constructed in 1856. Photo taken by the author.

While Sayre had been of the Loyalist elite since the beginning of the war due to
being a clergyman, many others from the lower ranks of Newburgh bettered their social
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status and gained wealth in Canada. For example, Abel Flewelling was recorded as arriving
in New Brunswick with two servants in addition to his wife and four children. Those
servants were still lived with him in May 1784, although no record of them is made in his
will in 1814. Flewelling would not have been able to acquire any servants unless he
possessed some wealth.39 Also, by the early 1800s, Flewelling had taken on the title
“esquire” and was a magistrate in Maugerville, indicating his influence in the Loyalist
community.40 Flewelling also seems to have been a moneylender, as in 1807 he published
an advertisement in the The Royal Gazette requesting that “all Persons indebted to the
Subscriber [Flewelling] by Bond, Note, or Book debt, thank unless they discharge their
respective accounts within Six Months from the date hereof; they will be put into the hands
of an Attorney.” Flewelling, who had been a carpenter in the middle of Newburgh’s ranks,
became a prominent and influential individual in Loyalist New Brunswick.41
Like Flewelling, George Harding, who was the poorest Loyalist in Newburgh on
the 1767 assessment list, also gained wealth and improved his societal standing in New
Brunswick. He continued to be called “Captain” Harding for the rest of his life and it
seems he acquired wealth during the war as he arrived with two servants in 1783.42 He
also served as a vestryman to the Anglican Church in Maugerville, a position he never
held at St. George’s in Newburgh. Additionally, he actively bought and sold slaves and
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gradually acquired more slaves as he aged, a sign of increased wealth. For example, in
1797 he sold his slave “Sippo” to his son John for £15.43 His will in 1808 suggests that
he bought more slaves, as it says that he left his daughter Elizabeth “all Negro slaves or
servants.”44
Benjamin Darby, who had been a lowly shoemaker in Newburgh, rose to
prominence on Prince Edward Island. Darby arrived in 1786 and lived on 500 acres with
a very large family, as the 1798 census showed his household had eleven people.45 He
was elected to the House of Assembly in 1790, and served intermittently throughout the
decade. He was a sitting member from 1790 to 1792, and again in 1795, but was reported
absent in 1797 and his seat was recorded vacant in 1798. This rise to prominence by
Darby and Flewelling, and the increased wealth of Harding, illustrates how Newburgh’s
Loyalists, who were generally poor, were able to take advantage of the Revolution’s
social disorder and carve out greater wealth and influence in an incipient society.46
Gilbert Purdy Jr., who settled in Upper Canada, made his place by establishing a
business. He ran a store in Ernestown where he was a so-called “jack of all trades.” Purdy
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sold a variety of goods including potash, tobacco, tea, liquor, clothing, utensils, drugs
and ointments. He also worked as a blacksmith, shoemaker and carpenter. Carpentry had
been the trade of his father in Newburgh, and also of his brother. Purdy ran the shop

Figure 19: The headstone of Abigail (Fowler) Flewelling, in Hatfield's Point, New Brunswick. She was
born c. 1752 and died in 1833, at the age of eighty. The headstone reads “In Memory of Abigail, relict of
the late Abel Flewwelling [sic], who departed this life January 21 st, 1833, aged 80 years.” Photo taken
by the author.

himself although he occasionally had hired help. He owned the store from at least 1808
to 1837. Purdy was well liked by his neighbors who declared him “to be an honest, sober
man, upright in his dealings: and apparently a Christian.”47
Within a few decades, most of the Loyalists from Newburgh had passed away.
Reverend John Sayre died in August 1784, about a year after his arrival. 48 In his will he
manumitted his slave Rosanna.49 Sayre’s son James became an influential man in the
province and owned a general store and a small mill in Maugerville. In 1803, Sayre
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moved to Dorchester Island, in the eastern part of New Brunswick where he became a
community leader, serving as town officer, justice of the peace and later sheriff. He lived
there until his death in 1849.50 John Flewelling, who worked as an innkeeper in King’s
County, died in 1788, leaving his estate to his widow.51 His brother Abel outlived him
by twenty-six years, dying in Maugerville in 1814. Abel’s wife, Abigail, removed to
Hatfield’s Point in Kings County after Abel’s death, dying in 1833.52 John Morrell died
in 1818 at age eighty-five and included his grandson who still lived in the United States
in his will, leaving him fifty dollars “if he be living.”53 Stephen Pine did not live long
after arrival in New Brunswick, passing away in 1787.54 George Harding died in
Maugerville in 1808, while his brother William died in St. John ten years later, in 1818.55
Probably the last Loyalist from Newburgh to pass away, who was an adult during the
war, was Benjamin Darby, who lived in St. Eleanors on Prince Edward Island. He passed
away in 1844 at the age of 100, and at the time of his death had resided in Canada for
sixty-one years.56

Many of Newburgh’s Loyalists, particularly poor Anglicans, chose to settle in
Canada rather than return home, with most settling in New Brunswick. Several of the
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Loyalists, such as John Sayre, George Harding and William Harding, participated in the
organization and planning of the Loyalist settlement. After arriving, the Loyalists tried
to recreate aspects of their old society by settling near other Newburgh Loyalists and also
by remaining attached to the Church of England. A number of the Loyalists also used
their exile as an opportunity to move up the social ladder, and increase their wealth.
Several of the Loyalists owned slaves, and also served in government. Newburgh’s
Loyalists who chose to settle in Canada were generally poor Anglicans, and recreated
semblances of their old society by settling near erstwhile neighbors, clinging to their
Anglican faith, while simultaneously bettering their societal status.

Figure 20: The headstone of Benjamin Darby and his second wife Sarah, located at St. John’s Anglican
Church, St. Eleanors, Prince Edward Island. The inscription reads Sacred To The Memory of Sarah Wife Of
Benjamin Darby Senior Who Departed This Life The 16 of May 1827 Aged 66 Years Also The Above
Benjamin Darby Who Died the 2nd of March 1844 Aged 100 Years. Photo taken by David Walker.
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CONCLUSION
Examining the Loyalists of Newburgh, New York illustrates patterns in loyalism in
the Hudson Valley and in loyalism more generally. This case study approach allows for an
in-depth examination of a Loyalist community’s origins, composition, wartime activities,
and post-war exile. It enables us to answer several questions; how did this Loyalist
community in the Hudson Valley originate? Who comprised it? What happened to these
individuals during the war? And how did this community grapple with post-war exile?
Newburgh’s Loyalist community demonstrates how pre-war migration and
community religious conflict divided towns along religious lines in terms of political
loyalty. After its founding in 1709, Newburgh’s economy expanded and attracted new
settlers of various sects. While the Anglicans became the most influential sect in the
community and had control of the glebe, there was intense religious conflict between them
and Newburgh’s dissenters. The religious conflict split the community when the American
Revolution arrived, as many Anglicans remained loyal to the King while nearly all of the
dissenters, predominately Presbyterians, supported the Revolution. Additionally, many of
the Anglicans who moved to Newburgh before the Revolution were poor, meaning that the
Loyalist community tended to be poorer than the Patriots’.
The composition of the Loyalist community shows how it was shaped by religious
and economic factors, and also complicates traditional assumptions concerning New York
loyalism. The Loyalists, as a result of pre-war migration and religious strife, were
predominately Anglican and of the middle and lower ranks of Newburgh. The Loyalists
also tended to be farmers or minor artisans, were generally uninvolved with town
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government, and also were frequently related to one another. Some of this refutes
assumptions concerning New York loyalism. It has often been argued that Loyalists in New
York were wealthier than Patriots, and this may be true when considering New York City
but this work, along with Jonathan Clark’s article “The Problem of Allegiance in
Revolutionary Poughkeepsie” both conclude that Loyalists in each community were poorer
than the Patriots. While a more in depth examination of the Hudson Valley Loyalists is
needed, initial research both by Clark and myself, suggests the probability that Loyalists in
this region were typically poorer than their Revolutionary counterparts.
The wartime experiences of the Loyalists demonstrate how location, the number of
individuals in a Loyalist cohort, British military movement, geographic knowledge,
religion and wealth shaped wartime experiences. Located in the Mid-Hudson Valley,
Newburgh was situated in an important strategic area. As the British military threat grew
from 1775 to 1777, Newburgh’s Patriots became increasingly aggressive in rooting out
Loyalists, fearing that they would be a fifth column during a British attack. Newburgh’s
Patriots also were vigilant because the precinct had a large Loyalist population, making the
internal threat more realistic than in other communities. As a result of persecution, many
of the Loyalists fled or tried to flee to British-controlled New York City. Upon arriving
there, many served in the Loyalist Provincial Corps. They were utilized for their knowledge
of the region, serving a guides and recruiters in the countryside. Religion and wealth also
played a role during the war, as Newburgh’s poor Anglicans faced persecution earlier on
during the conflict and also tended to be more militant than other Loyalists.
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After the war, many of the Loyalists went to exile in Canada rather than returning
home. Most of Newburgh’s Loyalists who left the United States went to New Brunswick.
In grappling with their defeat during the war, they sought to maintain semblances of their
old society. They settled near one another and also remained active members of the Church
of England. The Loyalists, many of whom were poor in Newburgh, also used their exile as
an opportunity to improve their social status.
This thesis shows how a Loyalist community in the Hudson Valley formed
and evolved, by examining its composition, how it reacted to and was affected by the
American Revolution, and how it grappled with post-war exile. The origins of the Loyalist
community date to pre-war religious conflict and migration in the 1740s, 1750s and 1760s,
both of which caused the backbone the community to consist of Anglicans in Newburgh’s
middle and lower ranks. Given Newburgh’s location in a region under military threat by
Great Britain, and the Loyalist community’s relative size, the Loyalists faced significant
persecution from Patriots, and many fled to British lines. After the war, the Loyalists tried
to reconstruct features of Newburgh in Canada by settling near one another and structuring
their lives around the Church of England. This thesis demonstrates how migration, religion,
wealth, and geographic location shaped Loyalist communities and their experiences.
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APPENDIX: BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCHES OF THE LOYALISTS FROM
NEWBURGH

Aldridge, Peter
Signed Association?: No
Aldridge was accused along with Daniel Reynolds of harboring “enemies of the United
States” in May 1777, and also of assisting other Loyalists escape to New York City. He
was found not guilty. Aldridge still lived in Newburgh as of 1790.
Brinkley, John
Occupation: Tailor
Signed Association?: N/A
Escaped to New York City.
Burnet, William
Occupation: Farmer
Signed Association?: N/A
Escaped to New York City.
Combs, Solomon
Occupation: Farmer
Religion: Anglican
Signed Association?: N/A
Combs was caught fleeing to New York City in April 1777. He said he was encouraged
by Stephen and Jonathan Pine to escape as it would be “better for him.” Combs claimed
he had no intention of enlisting in the British forces, rather he was going to visit his uncle
on Long Island. He was imprisoned. While confined, he signed two petitions begging for
forgiveness, and asking to be released. He sent another petition by himself saying he had
been misguided by “wicked” men and learned the error of his ways. Combs claimed to
be getting sick in prison and offered to take an oath of allegiance in exchange for release.
He signed another petition with Robert Denton and James Cosman pledging three years
of military service in exchange for their release. Combs signed yet another petition with
Denton on April 14, asking for forgiveness and release. He petitioned several more times
for release and among other things, complained about the prison conditions.
Cosman, James
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Religion: Anglican
Signed Association?: Yes
Cosman was among those captured when fleeing to New York City in April 1777. He
claimed he was visiting Long Island, and that he had a brother in American service who
he wanted to bring clothing. He signed a petition offering to enter American military
service in exchange for his release on April 14, 1777.
Darby, Benjamin1
Occupation: Shoemaker (He may have also worked part-time as a tailor)
Religion: Anglican
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £0:4:0
Signed Association?: Yes
Darby signed the association. He partook in the mass Newburgh escape in April 1777.
Afterwards he was confined by the Provincial Convention in Kingston. He was allowed
to go home on parole very briefly in July, but then was apprehended by Patriots in
Newburgh who brought him to and imprisoned him in Fort Montgomery. As he was
confined in violation of an order of the New York Provincial Convention, the Convention
ordered he be set free. He probably escaped to New York City in 1777, leaving his wife,
Lois, behind. Lois stayed with Donnelly family initially, as she was left destitute. The
father of James Donnelley sold the remaining leather left behind by Darby, the proceeds
from which were given to Lois. In 1779, with permission, Darby navigated a sloop to
Newburgh and brought his family with him to New York City. After the war he briefly
settled in Grimross, New Brunswick, before moving to St. Eleanors, Prince Edward
Island in 1786, where he was neighbors with New Windsor Loyalist, John Welling.
Darby served as an assemblyman in the Prince Edward Island House of Assembly in the
1790s. Darby died in 1844, at the age of 100. In all probability, he was the last Loyalist
from Newburgh (who was an adult during the war) living at the time of his death.
Denton, Daniel
Religion: Anglican
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £3:1:8
Signed Association?: No
Denton refused to take the Oath of Allegiance. Consequently, in compliance with New
York law, he was removed to British lines on September 4, 1778.

1

In some documents his name is spelled “Derby.”
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Denton, Robert
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £2:19:0
Signed Association?: N/A
Denton tried to escape to New York City in the winter of 1776-1777 but failed. He tried
to escape again in April 1777 but was apprehended. It appears he wanted to join British
forces, and he claimed he was enticed to flee by James Leonard, who was already behind
British lines. After being confined, he petitioned numerous times for release and
forgiveness, and even offered military service in exchange for his release.
Devine, Samuel
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £0:3:9
Signed Association?: No
Devine drank to the damnation of Congress in January, 1776 and also discussed seizing
a committee man and bringing them to the British for a reward. As a result of these
actions, some of his property was confiscated. He also refused to show up for militia
duty. On February 18, 1777, Devine was sentenced to death for treason as he physically
assaulted a superior officer in the militia. Clemency was recommend and George Clinton
agreed to pardon him. However, Devine continued to be confined in Kingston. His
neighbors petitioned for his release August 21, 1777. Devine signed a petition on August
23, 1777 with other prisoners requesting more provisions, and complained of conditions
in the jail. By December 1778 he had been released, and he was charged with a felony
along with his wife. Six months later, in June 1779, he was indicted for receiving stolen
goods, but was found not guilty.
Flewelling, Abel
Occupation: Carpenter
Religion: Anglican
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £2:14:0
Signed Association?: No
Flewelling owned 120 acres of mostly cleared land in Newburgh, which he bought three
years before “the troubles” and was married to Abigail Fowler, the daughter of Samuel
Fowler. He signed Cadwallader Colden’s protest against electing delegates to the New
York Provincial Congress. Flewelling fled to New York City in March 1777. He served
as a guide on a British ship commanded by Sir James Wallace during the Battle of Fort
Montgomery and also during the raid on Danbury. Afterwards he served in the Engineers
Department and then was “master of a yacht serving on Captain Mercer.” When claiming
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compensation after the war, Cadwallader Colden vouched for his loyalty. Flewelling
initially settled in Long Reach, New Brunswick, but later removed to Maugerville where
he served as a magistrate. He died in Maugerville in 1814, and his wife Abigail died at
Hatfield’s Point, New Brunswick in January 1833.
Flewelling, James2
Signed Association?: N/A
James Flewelling was probably the brother to Abel, John and Morris, however, there is
scant information available. Regardless, it is without doubt that he was related to
Flewellings and it seems highly likely he lived in Newburgh. Flewelling joined Claudius
Smith’s gang of Loyalists, but was captured. He was hanged on June 8, 1779 in retaliation
for the murder of Patriot John Clark by others in Smith’s band.
Flewelling, John
Occupation: Cordwainer
Religion: Anglican
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £0:14:0
Signed Association?: No
Flewelling served as supervisor of Newburgh in 1773. He was accused of constantly
talking about fleeing to a joining the British. He was the leader of the mass Loyalist
escape from Newburgh in April 1777, but was captured. He claimed to be going to
business in New Jersey. As he was viewed as the leader, Flewelling was locked
separately from the other prisoners in Kingston, on one of the prison ships. He petitioned
for release from prison and promised to renounce King George if freed. However, he
escaped from prison on August 26, 1777 and successfully reached British lines. His
family joined him in New York City in November 1779. He went to Canada after the
war, settling in Long Reach, New Brunswick, where he was an innkeeper. Flewelling
died in 1788.
Flewelling, Morris3
Religion: Anglican
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £4:4:0

2

As I cannot determine who James Flewelling is or where he lived beyond a reasonable doubt, I
do not count him as a Loyalist during my analytical breakdown in chapter two.
3
Morris Flewelling was effectively neutral, so I do not consider him a Loyalist when discussing
the composition of the community in chapter two. I include him in this appendix only because of
his family and wife.
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Signed Association?: No
Morris was the brother of Abel and John. Despite his family connections, he was the
Supervisor of Newburgh in 1776. He died during war, by 1779. His wife Jane went to
New York City with her in-laws in November 1779. Jane returned to Newburgh after the
war and married Loyalist Elnathan Foster.
Foster, Elnathan
Occupation: Farmer
Religion: Presbyterian but Methodist after the war
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £1:18:4.75
Signed Association?: Yes
Foster initially signed the Association. He was very uncooperative with local militia and
then tried to flee to British lines in April 1777 but was apprehended. When interviewed,
claimed to be a friend to America, excused his absence from the Newburgh militia,
claiming sickness. When asked why he was going south, said he was going to South
Hampton, where he was originally from. Foster was imprisoned, and petitioned multiple
times with others, asking for better conditions, forgiveness, and for release. In one of his
petitions he said he needed to return home as his wife was dying. On May 26, Foster was
released on the condition he did not leave his farm and or act “inimical” to American
liberty. Newburgh’s Patriots apprehended him again on May 29th in violation of the
orders of the New York Provincial Convention. The Convention refused to confine Foster
and instead reprimanded the Newburgh Committee of Safety. On June 13, 1777, Foster
asked and was granted permission to go stay with his sister in New Paltz, as he was sick
and out of money. He was confined again in July along with Benjamin Darby at Fort
Montgomery. However, by August 1780 he was back on his farm where he had an
incident with a Continental Dragoon. The dragoon, J. Sullivan, forced Foster to take three
horses and let them graze from Fosters’ pasture. Enraged, Foster appealed to a judge to
have the horses removed, and the judge agreed. Sullivan, however, refused to move his
horses and instead physically attacked the judge. Foster’s first wife, Jerusha, died on
August 25, 1786. The following year Foster married Jane Flewelling, the widow of
Morris. In later years he helped establish the Methodist Church in Newburgh. He lived
in Newburgh the remainder of his life, dying in 1822, and was buried in the Old Town
Cemetery.
Fowler, Samuel
Occupation: Farmer
Religion: Anglican
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Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £10:13:5.25
Signed Association?: No
Fowler was the father in law to George Merritt and Abel Flewelling. He refused to sign
the Association in 1775, but managed to remain neutral for a few years. However, when
asked to take an oath of allegiance in 1778, he refused and was exiled to New York City
on August 1, 1778. He returned to Newburgh after the war, dying in 1789, and was buried
in the Old Town Cemetery.
Gardner, Silas
Occupation: Farmer
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £0:16:10
Religion: Anglican
Signed Association?: Yes
Gardner originally signed the Association. Surreptitiously, he frequently traveled back
and forth from New York City and Long Island. On one trip to New York City he met
prominent Loyalist John Johnson who gave him thirty dollars and a gold ring in exchange
for bringing his wife, Lady Johnson, to New York. He returned to Newburgh but had
second thoughts and went back to New York where he returned to ring to John Johnson.
While traveling with a companion on another trip to New York City in April 1777 he
was caught near Paramus, New Jersey. He was confined in Goshen initially, before being
brought before the Commission for Detecting and Defeating Conspiracies. He took an
oath of allegiance and was released on April 26, however, he was apprehended by local
Patriots only hours after returning home. He was brought to Fort Montgomery, tried, and
sentenced to death on May 3, 1777 for holding correspondence with enemies of the
United States. A few days later he was pardoned but remained imprisoned. While
imprisoned, he petitioned claiming his innocence. He later also complained of prison
conditions. After the British captured Fort Montgomery, Gardner was moved to Hartford,
Connecticut where he remained imprisoned. He was later released. Gardner still lived in
Newburgh in 1790.
Gedney, David
Religion: Anglican
Occupation: Farmer
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £3:10:0
Signed Association?: No
Escaped to New York City.
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Harding, George
Occupation: Carpenter
Religion: Anglican
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £0:2:6
Signed Association?: No
Harding was driven from his farm by Patriots on December 15, 1775. He fled to
Governor Tryon’s Fleet in New York Harbor, which he reached in February 1776. He
became a guide for the British army and carried messages through American lines to Fort
Niagara and Quebec and also scouted American positions in the Hudson Valley. He also
recruited men in the countryside to join the Loyalist unit the Guides and Pioneers.
Harding became a Captain in Thomas Ward’s Loyalist unit and was stationed on Bergen
Neck in New Jersey. Harding’s wife and family joined him in New York City in
November, 1779. Harding was also tied to Claudius Smith’s Loyalist gang, with whom
he plotted to kidnap Governor George Clinton in 1781. Following the war, Harding
settled in New Brunswick and filed for compensation in 1790. Due to the extent of his
services, Henry Clinton, Frederick Haldimand and Beverly Robinson each served as
witnesses supported his claim. Harding settled in Maugerville, where he became a
vestryman at the town’s Anglican Church. He was a slave owner. Harding died in 1808.
Harding, William
Occupation: Shoemaker
Religion: Anglican
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £0:4:6
Signed Association?: Yes
Harding was the brother of George Harding. He signed the Association. He was a
shoemaker, but also owned sloop. He fled to New York City early in the war. With the
British, he served as a pilot on some of their ships and was also sent on expeditions into
the “Enemys [sic] Country.” There he was captured, and claimed he would have been
executed if he had not escaped. Along with his brother, he served as a Captain in Thomas
Ward’s Loyalist unit, and saw combat in New Jersey. After the war, he briefly settled in
Annapolis Royal in Nova Scotia before moving to New Brunswick. He died in St. John
in 1818.
Ireland, Thomas
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £1:6:8.5
Signed Association?: No
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Ireland was among those apprehended in April 1777 when fleeing to British lines. He
claimed to be visiting uncle on Long Island, although he didn’t know the name of the
town his uncle lived in and had never been there before.
Knapp, Moses
Occupation: Farmer
Signed Association?: No
Upon learning that he would be detained on February 14, 1776, Knapp fled to Royal
Governor William Tryon’s fleet in New York Harbor. Tryon asked Knapp to return to
countryside and recruit men, and he did, recruiting seventy-nine. On May 4, 1776, he
sailed to Halifax with recruits and was made a sergeant in the New York Volunteers. He
came back to New York with William Howe’s army and saw action at Long Island and
White Plains. Sometime after, however, he was captured. After being brought before the
Commission for Detecting and Defeating Conspiracies he was sent to the Kingston
prison. According to Patriots, while being held captive he expressed regret for his actions
and said he saw the error of his ways. He petitioned the New York Provincial Convention
in March 1777 saying he would not go back to enemy and offered to take an oath of
allegiance. He took the oath in September 1777 and was presumably discharged. He soon
after returned to his unit on Long Island. He continued to recruit men and also garrisoned
a fort on Long Island. For an unknown reason, he was demoted to private. After the war,
he claimed to have escaped from prison but was probably fabricated the story to enhance
the validity of his claim as well as hide that he took an oath of allegiance. His sons died
during the war, and Knapp settled in New Brunswick, “penniless.”
Leonard, George
Occupation: Farmer
Signed Association?: Yes
Escaped to New York City.
Leonard, James
Occupation: Carpenter
Signed Association?: No
Leonard left Newburgh during war and went to Long Island. He enticed other residents
in Newburgh join him behind British lines.
Leonard, John
Occupation: Tailor
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Signed Association?: N/A
Escaped to New York City.
Lewis, Benjamin
Occupation: Boatman
Signed Association?: No
Escaped to New York City.
Merritt, George
Religion: Anglican
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £3:5:7
Signed Association?: No
Merritt was removed to British lines in August 1778 for refusing to take an oath of
allegiance.
Mitchell, William
Religion: Anglican
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £1:15:7
Signed Association?: Yes
In the fall of 1776, Mitchell was apprehended as a suspected loyalist. He was imprisoned
in Fishkill and then sent to New Hampshire. His neighbors were very upset with his
removal. The prison guard in New Hampshire informed the Committee for Detecting and
Defeating Conspiracies that Mitchell behaved very well and should be permitted to return
home. Mitchell returned to New York and in March 1777 appeared before Commission
for Conspiracies in Fishkill where he took an oath of allegiance and was permitted to
return home. Mitchell was apparently acquainted with George Clinton who argued for
Mitchell’s release and claimed he was a good, honest man. Clinton wrote a letter on his
behalf. Mitchell still lived in Newburgh in 1790.
Morrel, John
Occupation: Carpenter
Religion: Anglican
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £0:18:6
Signed Association?: No
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Morrell was sent with Adam Patrick and Isaiah Purdy as prisoners to the New York
Provincial Congress on July 18, 1775. While he claimed to be imprisoned for three
months, documents show he was released ten days later, on July 28. He fled to the British
around the time New York City was captured in the fall of 1776. While there, he joined
the Engineer’s department as carpenter. He also raised men for Colonel Fanning’s
regiment, but did not receive a commission for his service as he expected. His wife
Densey joined him in November, 1779. With his family, he rented a farm in Long Island,
before leaving New York in 1783, and settling in Belleisle, New Brunswick. He died in
Kingston, New Brunswick in 1818 at age 85.
Patrick, Adam
Signed Association?: No
Patrick was sent as prisoner to the New York Provincial Congress along with John
Morrell and Isaiah Purdy on July 18, 1775 as they had “principles very inimical to the
grand cause.” Patrick was released ten days later.
Penney, Joseph
Occupation: Schoolteacher
Religion: Anglican
Signed Association?: No
Penney was a native of Yorkshire, England and a schoolteacher. He was taken into
custody as a suspicious person December 1776. He remained confined in 1777 and
petitioned for release on June 13, 1777.
Pine, Alpheus
Signed Association?: N/A
Alpheus was the son of Stephen Pine, and was a teenager during the war, but vouched
for his father when he applied for compensation. He went with his father to New
Brunswick after the war. He probably lived in St. John as he served in the militia there
from 1809-1811. He seems to have also been a merchant on the St. John River, and once
nearly got into a fistfight with Benedict Arnold over a business transaction. He moved to
Maine for a time, before returning to St. John where he died at age eighty-four in 1846.
Pine, Jonathan
Signed Association?: No
Jonathan was the brother of Stephen Pine who was behind British by April 1777. He and
his brother encouraged Solomon Combs to flee Newburgh and come to New York City.
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Jonathan and Stephen’s wives (Mary and Susannah) applied for and received passes to
join their husbands.
Pine, Stephen
Signed Association?: N/A
Stephen Pine was the father of Alpheus and the brother of Jonathan. He and his brother
encouraged Solomon Combs to flee to New York City in 1777. Stephen’s wife joined
him in New York City in 1777. Behind British lines, Stephen served in the Wagon
Department and as a guide. After the war, he settled in Queens County, New Brunswick,
and died in 1787.
Purdy, David (Probably the Brother of Gilbert)
Occupation: Farmer
Religion: Anglican
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £3:2:0
Signed Association?: N/A
Purdy was apprehend with Stephen Wiggins, October 27, 1775.
Purdy, David (Son of Gilbert)
Signed Association?: N/A
David Purdy fled to British lines in 1776 and served one year in the Guides and Pioneers.
After his service, he “worked for his subsistence” for the rest of the war. He spent the
winter of 1783-1784 at a Loyalist refugee camp in Sorel, Quebec, before settling in
Cataraqui, in what became Upper Canada in 1791.
Purdy, Gilbert
Occupation: Carpenter
Religion: Anglican
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £6:9:6
Signed Association?: No
Purdy was brought before Committee for detecting conspiracies in February 1777, took
an oath of allegiance and then released. Later that year he fled to New York City and
joined the Guides and Pioneers. He died “on passage” to Philadelphia. After the war,
much of his family settled in what would become Upper Canada.
Purdy, Isaiah
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Religion: Anglican
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £3:0:0
Signed Association?: No
Purdy was sent to New York Provincial Congress with John Morrell and Adam Patrick
in July 1775. He was released ten days later. He was later confined again and remained
prisoner until he was released in January 1777 due to sickness.
Purdy, Nathan
Occupation: Cooper
Religion: Anglican
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £3:1:1
Signed Association?: No
Escaped to New York City.
Reynolds, Daniel
Signed Association?: No
On May 3, 1777, at Fort Montgomery, Peter Aldridge and Reynolds were charged with
harboring enemies of the country. They were listed as accomplices to Loyalists. Both
were found not guilty. Reynolds was again indicted on a charge of receiving stolen goods
from James Flewelling in June 1779. He was found guilty, fined and sent to prison for
six months.
Sayre, John4
Religion: Anglican
Occupation: Minister
Signed Association?: No5
Sayre was born in New York in 1738. He was appointed minister to Newburgh in 1769
and served there until 1774 when he went to Fairfield, Connecticut. In Fairfield he faced
persecution from Patriots, at one point being forcibly removed from the town. In 1779,
he joined Governor Tryon after Tryon’s raid on Fairfield and return with him to New
York City. Sayre became a leader of the refugee community by servicing Anglicans and
working as a doctor. At the end of the war, he was a chaplain for the American Legion.
4

As John Sayre was technically a resident of Fairfield, Connecticut when the war began, I do not
consider him in chapter two analysis.
5
Sayre was in Fairfield when he refused to sign the Association.
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He helped organize the Loyalist settlement in New Brunswick and was the founder of
the Maugerville Anglican Parish. Sayre fell sick and died in 1784.
Smith, Benjamin
Occupation: Farmer
Religion: Presbyterian
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £3:1:0
Signed Association?: Yes
Smith originally signed the Association. He was appointed a first lieutenant in militia in
1775, but later resigned commission. He tried fleeing to New York City in April 1777
but was captured. He claimed to be visiting family on Long Island, and planned to wait
out war there in peace. He was first brought to jail in Goshen and then to Kingston. He
was released on July 1, 1777 after taking an oath of allegiance.
Staples, John I.
Signed Association?: N/A
Occupation: Farmer
Escaped to New York City.
Totten, James
Signed Association?: N/A6
In June, 1779, Totten was charged with harboring James Flewelling, a felon. He was
found guilty and then sentenced to a year in jail and fined £100.
Wiggins, John
Religion: Anglican
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £0:5:6
Signed Association?: No
Wiggins fled to British lines in February, 1777. He served in the Barrack Masters
department until 1781. He lived in a house on Chapel Street in New York City with his
family. After the war, he settled in New Brunswick, in St. John County. He noted that
the house he lived in was sold by the Americans after the war.

A “Jonas” Totten refused to sign the Association. It is likely they were the same person, but it
cannot be confirmed.
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Wiggins, Stephen
Religion: Anglican
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £7:13:3
Signed Association?: No
Wiggins was apprehended by the militia along with David Purdy on October 27, 1775.
He later went to serve in British forces and had his property seized. His wife Elizabeth
petitioned to allow her sons, who had served in the militia, to have the property instead
of it being confiscated. She insisted that her husband left against her advice and that she
could not support a family with all the property seized. Local patriots, such as Thomas
Palmer support her claim, saying she seemed upset by her husband’s departure. However,
he petition was denied. Elizabeth joined her husband in New York in November 1779.
Wood, Stephen
Occupation: Tailor
Religion: Presbyterian
Estimate of Real and Personal Estates: £0:18:11
Signed Association?: No
He was caught fleeing to New York City in April 1777. He petitioned complaining about
prison conditions and also said he needed to be released to support his family. Later he
was released and joined the militia, but deserted in 1779 and went to New York City.
Wright, William
Occupation: Carpenter
Religion: Anglican
Signed Association?: Yes
Wright originally signed the Association. He later fled and escaped to New York City.
Wyatt, David
Religion: Anglican
Signed Association?: No
Wyatt was among those caught fleeing to New York City in April 1777. He was confined.
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